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the Monroe doc- 


trine from thetafringement of foreign Powers, and 


ing eur cen ental policy an | 


especially Fras It went to the Senate; there, 
for certain reasons, 1 sleeps —sleeps the sleep ot 


death, and will know no waking, The country 
was insulted, the continent was insult d, by this 
Freneh intervention, and the Flouse of Represent- 
atives, in a moment of pride of nationali ty, of 
true dignity , asserte sd its proper pre rogative with 
respect to this question. The Committee on For- 
vi, Affairs but carried out their wishes. How 
resolution was treated by the Exec utive and 
by the House in their action this day we know. 
But, sir, | do not think this action of the House a 
good reason why the gentleman from Maryland 
should be excused, or that the House s should ex- 
cuse him, unless he holds this House and this 
Congress in utter and absolutecontempt. | hope, 
Mr. Speaker, there will be something done to vin- 
dicate ‘the privileges of atleastthe lower House of 
Congress from the executive, and, if you please, 
diplomatic aggrandizement. We have had in this 
country within the last two years the same old 
question which they have had in E neland for a 
great many years 


our 


and centuries—the old contest | 


between the royal prerogative and parliamentary | 


privilege, with this exception, whereas in Eng- 
Innd Parliament is paramount, in this country we 
are, or ought to be, limited by a written constitu- 
tion. 
has been waged between executive usurpation and 
congressional privilege; and the gentleman from 
Maryland, vot only in this matter but in other mat- 
ters, has asserted the congressional rightagainst 
executive usurpation, and he deserves the thanks 
of every national man of every party for it. 
it is time, sir, that the rights and privileges of 
the national Legislature were respreted, and | 
would appeal to the self-respectof members upon 
both sides to vindieate their own dignity silt 
dignity of the Constitution, There is no question 
inmy mind but that Congress has, if nota con- 
trolling, a in diplomatic and foreign 
relations, But itseems »by the vote just takenon 
laying this resolution on the table, that the House 
thinks otherwise, If itchooses to think so, very 
well, but do not let the gentleman from Mary- 
land, after such action, take umbraze at anything 
this House may do. He can vindicate his own 
self-respect and dignity, as he has done before, 
when our rights were lntrenched upon by the Ex- 
ecutive In his famous manifesto, which heis bold 
enourh at all times to vint lieate b efore the pe op He. 
Mr. Speaker, there are a good many questions 
pertaining to congressional privili gos whi ich will 
arise before this session is over. They will re- 
quire us to vindicate our rights here against the 
Kxecutive. It was only yesterday thatthe House 
adopted the resolution of the honorable gentieman 
from Now Y ork, [Mr. SnooKs,}] committing to 
the Committee on Foreign A fairs an j inquiry yas to 
what is neecess: ry to be done te »protect our north- 
erm boundary fromthe arson, robb ery,at nd raidsof 
the sneaking scoundre! ls upon our borders. Why 
was that resolution sent to us? Why anal Con- 
gress take any action on the subject if we are to 
have no voice and no control in these forcien 
matters? Suppose we should make a report fus- 
taining the acuon of General Dix, and the true 
interpretation of international aw<nie such a re- 


large voice In 


in England and inthis country that contest | 
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purview of our powers? Yet this matter has 


been referred to us,and if we make areport upon 
it, is that report to have any emphasis? Has | 
Congress avy right or control over the matter? 
If not, why did the House refer this matter to the 


Committe on Foreign Affairs? 


Why pass on 


| such matters at all, and then table a resolution 


which only vindicates our rights and privileges? 
] have no doubt thatthe House would willingly 
excuse me from serving on that committee. If 
they e xe use the gentleman from Maryland, of 
course they will excuse the lesser and insienifi- 
cant member of the committee; but | hope that 
they will not 


pass a vote ofcensure upon the com- 
mittee by exc 


j using him. If they do, this House 
sinks to the lowest level of any national Legisla- 
that ever assembled here or in any other 
country. ‘Phey deserve only to be on their knees 
perpetually in the dust at the footstool of power, 
and to be kicked and thrust aside by the Eexecu- 
tive whenever he chooses to exercise any of its 
functions, diplomatic or otherwise. Let us vin- 
dicate our own rights. If we have the right to 
pass upon these matters let us exercise that right, 
If we have not, let us stop this mockery of send- 
ing to the Committee on Foreign Affairs these and 
kindred resolutions pertaining to Canada such as 
you sent to us yesterday. I shall, therefore, in 
courtesy honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee to which | belong, vote against excusing 
him. I can testify to his ability, to 


ture 


to the 


his earnest- 


| ness, to hisenergy, and to his outspoken integrity, 


and, so far as these foreign questions are COne- 


|| cerned, to his nationality; and, Mr. Speaker, we 


port to be null and void because this House has | 


no control over the subject referred? Suppose we 
demand that Federal force should follow these 
rascally raiders across the border into the con- 
terminous jurisdiction of England, where they 
have been sheltered—are we to be told we have 
no business to meddle with it, ag itis * purely an 
execeutive question??? The true doctrine, as it is 
laid down by Vattel, Phillimore, Wheaton, and 
by all international writers, and ‘assented to by 
Webster in the Caroline ease, would give this 
Government the right, for self- -protection,. of pur- 
suit across the border, in precisely a case of this 
kind, where, in civil war, rebels are harbored 
ou one side and make incursions upon the other; 
und if we report such a resolution asse rting this 


need such a man, and may need him more here- 
after upon that committee. 

Mr. BLAINE. A single word, Mr. Speaker, 
onthe otherside. Parallelsin histor y are always 
interesting, and often instructive. A recent cor- 
respondence on a threatened difficulty with France 
has broug! tthis question before t! he House. Three 
quarters of a ceutury ago we had troubles with 
the same nation, and those troubles were attended 
with an incident which, if not precisely parallel, 
at least involves the same general principle now 
under It is an incident connected 
with a name whose mention commands respect 


discussion. 


| everywhere, and which | have peculiar confidence 


in presenting to the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber. 


of Congress were made in the French difficulties 
during the 
discussion between the French minister, Citizen 
Genet, and the American Secretary of State, Mr. 
Jefferson; and itis to Mr: Jefferson’s declarations 
that Ll especially invite attention. I beg the privi- 
lege of reading trom Randoiph’s Life of Jefferson, 
volume two, pages J53 and 159, as 

“Genet ‘took up the subject instantly in a very high 
and for a time d with such volubility that 
Jeiierson iound all efiorts * to take some partin the conver- 
sation were quite inefiectual.? ‘The latter thus subsequently 
reported the substance of the conversation to the 
dent: 

‘** He charged us with having violated the treaties be- 
tween the two nations, and so went into the cases which 
had before been subjects of discussion 5 comple rined that we 
enffered our flag to be insulted and disregarded by the Eng 
lish 3 a ut they stopped all our vessels, and took out ot them 
whatever they suspeeted to be French property; thatthey 
had taken all the provisions he had embarked in American 
vessels for the colonies; that if we were not able to pro- 
tect their vessels i Our ports, hor Wielr property on the 
igh seas, we ought to permit them to protect it themselves ; 
and they, on the contrary, paid the highest respeet to our 
flag; that, though it was notorious that most of the cargoes 
sent from America were British property, yet, being in 
American vesscis, or pretended American vessels, they 
never touched it, and (hus had no chance of retaliating on 
their enemies; that he had been thwarted and opposed in 
everything he had to do with the Government; that he found 
himself in so disagreeable a situation that he sometimes 
thought of packing up and going away, as he found thathe 
could not be useful to his nation in anything.’ 

“ After expatiating on the friendly propositions he had 
brought from his nation, and affirming thatsuch aretum to 
them ought pot to have been made by the Executive with 
out consulting Congress. he declared that on the President's 
return he would rlainly press him to convene Congress. 
Having got into a more moderate tone, Jefferson now 


follows: 


tone, proeved 





stopped him at the mention of Congress, explained to bim 


right, are we then to be told itis not within the || 


‘4 


the tunctions of the several departincnts of the Govern 


ment, aud that all the questions which had arisen between || 


| him and 


The very same ob- | 
jections and the very same appeals to the power 


Administration of Washington, in the | 


Presi- | 





| of the Government. 


| that ** such proposition,”’ (that is 
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it belonged to the executive department, and it 


Congress had been sitting could wot have been carried to 
them, nor would they have taken notice of them. Jeffer 
son's turther report of the coaversation solicits a sail 


‘He [Genet] asked it they [Congress] were not the -ov- 
ercign. | told him no; the were sovereign in iking 
laws only ; the Executive oh sovereign in executing them } 
and the judic iary in Construlog them where they related to 
their department. ** But,’? said he, * at least Congress are 
bound to see that the treaties are observed.”? Ttold bim no 3 
there were very few cases indeed, arising out of treaties, 
which they could take notice of; that the President is to 
see that treaties are observed. ** If he decides against the 
treaty, to whom is a nation to appeal?’ T told him the 
Constitution bad made the President the hist appeal. He 
mnmide me a bow, and said that indeed he would not make 
me his compliments on such a Coustitution, expressed the 
utinost astouisiment at it, and seemed never betore to have 
bad such an idea.’ ”’ 


Well, Mr. Speaker, we have got the same Con- 
stitution to-day that excited the smiles of Citizen 
Genet in 1793. | can conceive of nothing more 
mischievous, more entirely mischievous, in the 
working of this Government than for Congress 
to plant itselfon this resolution, and for this sim- 
ple reason: in effeet, it absolutely denies to the 
Executive a concurrent power in the foreign affairs 
It ties up the Foreign Depart- 
ment of the Government just whenever any mem- 
ber chooses to bring a question before Congress, 
and so long as that question is pending in either 
House of Congress the Executive Department is 
stopped by the very terms of the reselunion from 
making iteven a subject of diplomatic correspond- 
ence. ‘The resolution, indeed, specifically declares 
» Whatever may 
be introduced in either branch of Congress,) 
‘‘while pending and undetermined, is not a fit 
topic of diplomatic explanation with avy foreign 
Power.”? To adopt this prineiple is to start out 
with a new theory in the administration of our 


| foreign affairs, and [think the House has justified 
| its sense of self-respect and its just appreciation 


of the spheres of the coérdinate departments of 


| Government by promptly laying the resolution on 
| the gable, 


I think our foreign correspondence has been con- 


| ducted wisely and well by the very distinguished 


statesman atthe head of the De ‘partment of State. 

His highest eulogy is to be found in the erainent 
success that has attended his labors in a ume of 
peculiar and unparalleled trial and trouble. tis 
wise to ** let well enough alone,’’ and for one, I 
can never consent toa resolution passing this 
House that contains even an implied censure upon 
one to whom the country owes so much, 

In regard to the resignation of the gentleman 
rrom Maryland (Mr, Davis] from the chairman- 
ship of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, my 
own feeling is but thatof the entire House, when 
| express myself warmly against it. A gentle- 


| man of his ability cannot be spared from his re- 


sponsible position, and I feel sure the House will 


insist on his continued service. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, 1 am so ob- 
tuse that I cannot see the least analogy between 
the case cited by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Buare] and the case now under consideration. 
The one was the interference ofa foreigner, a pro- 
posal by him to ask Congress to interfere with 
treaty stipulations. Mr. Jefferson very properly 
told him that Congress had no right to interfere 
with treaty stipulations; for, as we all know, 
treaties are, by the Constitution, the supreme law 
of the land. That is the whole extent of the 


| precedent to which the gentleman has referred; 


c— 


and how it has any bearing on this question | am 
unable to perceive. 

Suppose Congress were to pass a law that no 
foreign Power should be permitted to establish a 
monarchy on the continent of North America— 
has not Congress the power to do it? Is that in- 
terfering with the executive or any other de- 
partme nt of the Government? Is it not legiti- 
mately within the power of Congress to say that 
we will or we will not suffer thrones to be erected 
within our dominions or adjacent to them? If 
we can enforce it, well. | am not speaking of 
its policy. lam speaking of the powers of Con- 
gress. If sucha declaration lead to war, then in 
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‘= ( y «, lies the power to 
u i i itil rt doit. How, 

i e exe ive pees = 
atiy { ( ( re, | y a joint resoiu- 
tioti—W Vv of he land—a certain line 
of policy for the Government to pursue in this 


matter? 


Sir, the question 1s as clear as the sun at noon- 
day, unl we are willing to stultify ourselves. 
Why was not this thought of at the last session 


3, When the gentleman [Mr. Biate] 


other gentlemen were present and suffered 
nution to na inanimou ly? Why i it 

they have just now iced up to a sense of 

hei error, unl tis because, not the President 
- ind thats Wwiereli | pra wh it censure this 
resoluuion—but one branch of the Executive Gov- 
ernment took on it to rebuke this body, and to 
inform fore nations that we were an imperti- 
nent set of intermeddlers, and thatthe Executive 
of the nation would pay no respect to the action 
ol this body, or, if you pl e, to the action of 
Covert , if th pout F dution had } issed the 
Senate? | have no censure for anybody. We 
unanimously declared that L certain policy should 


ve the policy of $s nation, 


nd we proposed to 
Live land. I" 


ime olfense atit 


make it the law of oreign nations 
, aseverybody knows that 


foreign nations who have 


i 
tOOnK ¢& 


it was not in favor of 


come on contnent against the traditional 
policy of the nation from the time of Monroe to 
the present time, and who are establishing thrones 
to surround this Republic in order that they may 
eventually establish them here, Does it not be- 
come this body and this Congress to say to them, 


Procul, O procul este, profani? * Keep outot the 


way, ye monarchiteatt 
to ints 


eretics,and do not attempt 
grand policy of the republic- 
e poucy epuon 
country, 


riere With tiie 


4ns ot this 

And are we to bel timidated because a for ign 
monarch chooses to find fault,and shall an agent 
of this Government humble the nation before him, 
iG say that the 


iction of this body means noth- 


ing; that the Representatives of the people re- 
cently chosen from all the districts of the nation 
are nothing; that their sense of policy means 


motlhiiny 
further 
will take care that these impertinent boys shall do 
Ho harm? Forthat is precisely what 


; and thathe need not trouble himself any 


about it, but that the Secretary of State 


he said; not 
iat languayve, for | do not re- 
member the language exattly. 

Now, sir, the President does not interfere with 
the Foreign Minist 


pre rhaps in exactly t 





rin his policy. Eleisallowed 


to carry iton himself, and to be re ponsible for 
wt. And itisonly bringing himup to his respon- 
sibility that the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
very much to their credit, brought in their reso- 


lution to vindicate ht 


die nity of this House and 
the dignity of this 


country, and to raise it from 


the low depth of degradation in which it had been 
placed by its Foreign Minister, 

New, l hould iv liked to have the re solu- 
tion read a little differently; for it reads 5 and it 


i . 
is the duty of the Prestdent to resne et that pol- 
icy.’ I think that js an unfortun 


The President probably ba 
the matter, 


ule expression, 


{ nothing to do with 


And When | have the om ortunity l 


will test the sense of the House upona little alter- 
auon of the phrascol@&ry of the same reso ution, 
80 that it shall read, ‘Sand it is the du y of the 
Executive Dx partinents to re spect that policy.” 
Therefore, when | get the op; rtunity, | will 
again ask the sense of the House upon thie ques- 
lion. 


if we are 
are mere 


mere nobodies in this matter, if we 


mischiel-makers, then Jet our lord and 
master in the chair of State rule and control us, 
and let world for 
deavoring to interfere somewhatin one of the most 
vital questions which can ever affect 


l do not think | 


— a 
us ask the pardon of the en- 


this nation. 


shall vote lo excuse 


} ‘ 
the gentie- 


man from Maryland (Mr. Davis] as chairman of | 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 1 do not look 
upon the vote of this House as any insult to that 
gentleman; | do not look upon that vote as any 
censure upon him. We have thoughtlessly acted 
upon the matter, perhaps, without having taken 
full opportunity for its consideration; and if the 
chairman of a committee is to consider himself 
personally offended when the House votes down 
propositions which he brings forward for our con- 
sideration, some of us would have been out of em- 


hol 


‘ lew 
WHISKY 


y on hand, and rode triumphantly through 
tii *Ftiou se upon the be id of the liquor, while I 
was letely submerged, I did not ask to be 

a ympletely submerged, | did not ask Lo be 
excused; it was a gentle ducking from which | 
ex pects d to recover, hoping to come out renovated 
by the bath. [Laughter.] And I hope the gentle- 


'in the same way, and consider that he can suill 
serve the country with advantage in the position 


| introduced his proposition to tax the stock of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


when my friend here [Mr. Wasnburne, of Illi- | he has neglected to obey the expressed judgment 


he now occupies, for lam sure that no man in this | 


House or in the nation can be more preperly put 
at the head of that committee. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. Speaker, it was my 
misfortune to vote with the majority of this House 
upon the question of laying upon the table the res- 
olution submittéd by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. Itmay not, therefore, 
be inappropriate for me to state at least the im- 
pressions rather than opinions by which I was 
controlled. 
reference to the important question before the 
House, that I cannot for one consent to the infer- 
ence that the vote given by the majority was in 
any sense a reflection upon the honorable chair- 
manoftthatcommittee. In this particular cast the 


judgment of the Llouse differs from the wishes of 


thatgentleman. Itis buta repetition of what has 


so often occurred in our experience, and [should 


be extremely sorry if the precedent should now be | 
set that whenever a measure proposed by a com- | 


mittee of this Liouse does not meet the approval 
of a majority of the members of this House, the 
chairman of thatcommittee is to assume that itis 
a personal reflection upon him, 

1 know very well in this case that there is no 
gentleman upon this floor who enjoys toagreater, 
if to an equal, extent the respect and confidence of 
the members upon this side of the House, and, so 
uoas L know, the respectand confidence of mem- 
he other side, I[ trust, therefore, thatthe 


i 
! ‘ 
i >On Lie 


request made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Davis] will not be 
grant d. 

Further, it seems to me that there is a slight 


misapprehension as to the force and nature of the 


In the first place, I may say with | 


fuct involved in thissubject. [tis very,well known | 


that this House passed a resolution which was, 
in a certain sense, « redeclaration of the Monroe 
That declaration was not 
by the other branch of the national Legislature. 


doctrine. 


Therefore the resolution could not be taken asin | 


any sense the expression of the will of Congress; 

it was merely the expression of the will of the 

House. 
Now, the re 


upon the table 


solution which the House has laid 
this morning is peculiar in its lan- 
fuage upon that point. 
vot this House, but that ** Congress has a con- 
stitutional right and an authoritative voice in de- 
claring and prescribing the foreign policy of the 
Unite d State S, as well in the recognizing of new 
Powers”’ as in other matters. If the resolution 


‘ . ’ 
lt is that ** Congress,’ 
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of this House, that judgment not having been 
concurred in by the other branch of Congress. 

I admit that the manner in which the Secretary 
of State expressed his opinion as to the rights of 
this House in respect to foreign affairs was not 
agreeable to me; I should be glad, in some proper 


| way, to protest against it; but I do not see how 
man from Maryland [Mr. Davis] will receive this || 


we are justified,even upon the language which 
he saw fit to employ, in arraigning the President 
for the neglect of the constitutional duty enjoined 
upon him to obey the will of Congress in refer- 
ence to our foreign policy. He has neglected,as 
well as his Secretary, to be guided by the will of 
this House; but so far as I know, upon the facts 
stated in this debate, he has not disregarded the 


| constitutionally expressed judgment of Congress 
| in reference to our foreign 


volicy. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as [ 
moved the tabling of the resolution reported by 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] | 
wish simply to say that I made that motion from 
no disrespect to that gentleman—none whatever, 
I did not intend that the motion should be re- 
garded at all as an attack upon either the gentle- 
man from Maryland or the committee. ‘There 
is no member of this House whose ability and 
fidelity command from me higher respect and ad- 
miration than I entertain for the gentleman from 
Maryland. As has been said here, if, when the 
House differs in judgment with a committee that 
reports a bill or a resolution, that fact is to be 
regarded as an indignity, on account of which 
members of the committee are to resign, there 
would be few committees left in this House. [ 
do not think that, because the House differs in 
opinion with a gentleman as to the propriety of 
passing an abstract proposition such as was 


| contained in this resolution, that fact should be 


regarded as an attack upon the judgment or the 
character or fidelity of the member. 

| rose simply to say this in justice to myself 
as well as to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
linois [Mr. Farnsworru] whether he will not 
make the motion to reconsider the vote on the 
resolution, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I made the motion to 
reconsider, and to lay the motion to reconsider 


| on the table. 


sustained || 


Mr. COX. 
reconsider that? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
do so. 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be 
impossible under the rules. 

Mr. SPALDING. I wish barely to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that | have the utmostconfidence in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs—the chairman and 


Will not the gentleman move to 


[am not willing to 


| all the members of that committee; and | joined 


had stopped there I presume there would have been || " 
| against any foreign interference upon this conu- 
| nent in theestablishment of monarchical Govern- 


no gentleman upon this floor disposed to question 
the propriety of the resolution, sapposing that 
there’were facts existing, or supposed to exist, 
base d. 

further, and declares that ‘it 
is the céustitutional duty of the President to re- 
spect that policy, not less in diplomatic negoti- 
tions than in the use of the national force when 
authorized by law.’’ This part of the resolution 
conveyed, by implication atleast, the impression 
that the President has neglected to obey Congress 
in the exercise ofthe constitutional right of Con- 
vréss to declare and prescribe, with an authori- 
tative voice, the policy of the Government in 
reference to foreign affairs; while, in truth, the 
complaint made of the President, or of his Sec- 
retary of State, is that he neglected to obey the 
voice of this House when it undertook, by reso- 
lution, to set forth what the foreign policy of the 
country should be upon a particular matter, the 
judgment of this Hquse having never been con- 
curred in by the other branch of Congress. There- 


But it proce eds 


|| fore the President, so far as | know, at least upon 


| the fucts stated thus far in this discussion, is not 
subject to the imputation,even by implication, 
that he has neglected to obey the constitutionally 

| expressed judgment of Congress in reference to 


upon which the resoluuion could be properly | 


| 





| diplomacy of the country. 
'| the action, perhaps, of one member of the Cabinet 


| most heartily in the action of this House upon the 


resolution which emanated from that committee 
at the last session of Congress, carrying out what 
we supposed to have been the policy of our Gov- 
ernment for a long series of years, and protesting 


ments. I wish to stand, and I wish to live and 
die, by that doctrine. 1 should vote for that res- 
olution again to-day, if it were brought before this 
House, notwithstanding what has occurred in the 
I do think, also, that 


was uncalled for, when he reflected in a measure 
upon the action of this House of Congress. | be- 
lieve that it was perfectly legitimate for us to ex- 
press our views in regard to the interposition of 
France, irrespective of any action on the part of 
the codrdinate branch, the Senate. 

Now, sir, when this proposition came up this 
morning from the Committee on-Foreigy Affairs, 
I was inclined to vote for its adoption. IL voted 
against laying the proposition on the table. But 
upon further reflection, and upon an examination 
of the resolution, | was fearful that its phraseology 
conveyed a direct attack upon the Chief Execu- 
tive of our nation; and, sir, I do not wish to lend 
my aid at this time to any such legislation as that. 
I verily believe that we have an Executive who is 
doing his utmost in a patriotic spirit to-preserve 
unimpaired all the institutions of our country. I 
cannot, in view of the conduct of that man, con- 
sent to any vote upon the floor of this House that 


ployment some timeago. {[Laughter.] Why, sir, |! the foreign policy of this country, but that merely I) shall impugn his integrity in any respect whatso- 
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Ly 


eve? i ) ry of er mutllon had er 
es ted bye | ntle- 
; 
n Penn vania, |S Srevens,} ishould 
‘ ; , 
most cheerfully have voted for it; but | could not 
a) 
Vv { it ipugning the conduct he President 
oO y member of his Cabinet fiat was the rea- 


nz to change my vote and voting 
that the resolution should be laid on the table. 

I do hope that the chairma: 1 - the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs will reconsider his intention to 
retire from that committee. [think thatthe I House 
has the most entire confidence in his wisdom 
and patriotism; and Lask him, as one member of 
that committee, to reconsider and withdr: aw his 
application to be discharged from it. Ifhe does 
not feel inelis ed t to “ it—and I say the same to 
my colleague, [Mr. Cox,] I say toall of the mem- 
bers of thate nmitte e, retain your position; but, 
sir, i they do not, if they ask to be int hia 
L hope that them ijority of the House will vote 


sou for my aski 


} 
rred— 


in the negative, 
Mr. Re SS. L wish leave to record my vote on 
the motion that the resolution be laid on the table. 
Mr. DAWES. fobject. Mr. Speaker, I deem 
it incumbent now to object to a practice which 


has grown up of re cording votes after the an- 

of the House by the 
Chi ur, and especk ily the habit ofr cording votes 
Xt day. 
as to seem to me to be full of mis 


nouncement of the decision 


on the nex 


{t has grown) tosuch an extent 





hief. Ldonot 
intend any personal application of the present 
and | hoy v2 members will not consider 
itas any matter of il nature on my partif [am 
eonstt ined to obi et hereafter r to the prac tice, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will permit me, | will 
suggest that he offer a resolution on this subject, 
ind let it @o to the eommitter t 


surrestion; 


on the rules in or- 
der that we may establish a rale tn that regard, 
in reference to changing votes, and also in refer- 
ence to eirnewas niembers to vote who were not 
within the bar when their names were called. | 
think we will all agree that it is necessary, and 
will be beneficial, to have some rule on the sub- 
jes & 

Vir. DAWES. On that point [I am satisfied 
with the rules as they were administered up to 
then they were not 
I think that a proper 
regard for the rules as they stand will be better 
than any effort of ours to change them. We 
have made one or two ineffectual efforts on that 
subject already. | think that we had better con- 
fourm to the rules that we have. 

Mr. WASHPBURNE, of Illinois. Ifthe gentle- 
wan from Massachusetts will object at all times 
to members voting the day fterwards, and when 
they were not within the bar when their names 
were called, | shall be ve ry muc h obliged to him. 

. Dz ALWEs. ood was the purport of what 
i nua | ‘proposed to do, alihous rh lL am much in- 
disposed to place myself in that position. | only 
ention of the House to it at thi 
Pending the vote on laying the 
‘ntleman from Maryland | Mr. 
Davis] on the table, although members on both 
sides of the House were permitted to record their 
votes in contravention of the rules of the House, 
yet, when it appeared there was going to be aclos 
Vote, objection was made to members recording 
their wa 

Mr. C. 
Musuac 


the present Congress. Tul 
productive ofany mischief, 


Wish to call the att 
present motel 


t fi 
resolution of the ee 


ALLEN, LI eall the gentleman from 


ichusetts to order, Neither the oe: man 


from ees nor the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has b een discussine: u the question be fins us, 
ive SPEAKER. The debate has taken a very 


range, and the Chair has not felt it to be 
proper to cheek it, as the question is avery deli- 
eute one that has been nresented by 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
properly only extend to whether the gentleman 
from Mary land shall be excused from servic 
on that committee, and not to the merits of the 
resolution laid on tke table, 

Mr. DAWES. I did not propose to partici- 
pate in the debate as to whether we shall 


excuse 
the gentleman from Maryland from s 


erving on 
that committee; but now that | am up perhans 
lL should sz iad 


a few words. 
TheS SPE KE R. ‘Phe Chair will not restrict 
ye aes ‘unless 
DAWES. 1 was disposed at first, when 
casual man from Maryland asked to be excused 


wide 


the chairman 
Debate can 


objection be made. 


from serving further upon the Committee on For- || 
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eigen Aff , for the reasons stated, to acquiesce 
and vote for excusing lim: not from any national 
msideration, but from a desire to gratify the 
or man from Marviand. Butt must say that 
when my friend from Ohio [Mr. Cox] ad lressed 
House in such feeling and pathetic terms, I 


was entirely overcome. ‘The scene between the 
gentlemen Maryland and Ohio was enough 
to affect the heart of almost any man who has nat 
a heart of adamant. The distance from the sub- 
lime to the ridiculous, we are told, is but a step 
always; and [ must say that the indignation which 
was manifested inthe manner and in the matter of 
the gentleman from Maryland escaped me when 
the smooth and silver tones of the gentleman from 
Ohio announced to the House that he trusted the 
House would not yield to the request of the gen- 
tlheman from Maryland because it would bring the 
Liowse to the necessity of excusing him also. | 
changed my mind upon that, because | had not 
the heart to excuse both those gentlemen for the 
little time remaining of theirservicesin the House, 
I thought it better that we should try to bear yeta 
little longer with their presence here, and not to 
part company with them before it had been so 
ordered oe the y peop je of their districts. 

And I recollected, and my friend from Maryland 
will bear with me while Ll submit that I recollected, 
that the gehtleman from Maryland never differed 
from committees in thei reports; that the gven- 
tleman from Maryland always agreed with com- 
mittees in their reports, and felt bound to respect 
them; and never, except when called upon by a 
high sense of duty, when the committee was pres- 
ent, or in their denounced either the 
chairman or any member of a committee. And 
I recollected too, that he never went even so far 
as toannounce to the House, in the absence of the 
chairman ofacommittee, that the committee them- 
selves had so far violate d and shocked the sense, 
not only of the House but of their constituents, 
thathe was kind enough to commend—so [| read 
in the Globe—the chairman and the committee to 
look to their positions at home rather than attend 
to their duties here. 

How can I, with all nese riences and rec- 
olléctions,if the gentleman will bear withe mem- 
ber new in experiences of this kind, vote to ex- 
cuse him merely because the House happened to 
differ with him upon the propriety of adopting 
this resolution? Why did not the gentleman, with 
such a record for the information of the House, 
recollect that when he onaformer occasion asked 
leave of the House to report.a resolution, the 
House suggested that he had better not report it; 
and that is the recorded judgment of the House 
to-day. : 

The gentleman has thrown himself upon the 
thick | ses of the buckler of the House this 
morning, and has got jilted. But I cannot see 
why he should not be a ‘rmitted to occupy that 
1 tilllonger, and therefore [ shall vote avainst 
excusing him, 

Vr. DAVIS 

Mr. cox. 


vord 
word, 





absence, 


ymces 


, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 
Will the gentleman allow me one 
as he will have the privilege of closing the 
debate? 
Mr. DAVIS 
Mr. COX. 


, of Maryland. I yield. 

L would not have troubled the 
House again but for the allusions of my friend 
from Massachusetts. Nature has so constituted 
n the first of all the members 
in this House to display his magnanimity by re- 
ferring to our side of the House as the defeated 
portion of Congress, The gentleman might have 
had an opt yortunity to displ ly his vindictive feel- 
ing upon that subj j! et, ad perhaps have done it 
a little more in order, on a question a little more 
connected with parliamentary decorum, 

But it is true, as the gentleman intimates, that 
the places which now know many of us will soon 
know us no more forever; and we bow to it, if 
not with political yet with Christian resignation. 
We do not see anything in the Constitution by 
which we are bound to quit at the end of one 
year, after being elected for two. On the contrary 
we seemed to be compelled by the choice of our 
constituents, constitutionally made, to serve out 
the full term. It would be a little inconvenient 
in a pecuniary sense for a member, after serving 
here one year, to go home to his constituents, and 
by some strange freak of meer | on their part, 
by some popular fallacy, by some i 


him that he has be 


genious soph- 
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from Massachusetts, and finding his constituents 
against him, suddenly to resign, 

But, sir, that is not pertinent to the matter b 
fore us. Whether | remain here any longer or 
I have been here about 
as long as my friend from Massachusetts thus far. 
New Peee controls this Government now, 
and he may be here for eight years longer. I re- 
member that when he first came to C ongress with 
myself, we were both placed upon the same com- 
mittee. Ll was chairman of that committee, and 
the gentleman was then my subordinate. [Laugh- 
ter.] [le ought to recall those past associe ations, 
and not be so seve re upon his former supe rior, 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has done what no other gentleman on that 
side of the tlouse, | venture to say, would have 
done, and that was to remind us here that we 
are beaten, to trample upon us again afler we are 
fLaueht r.] Thatis not brave, You 
will find only one illustration of it in all history 
and literature, and that wasold Sir John Falstatf 
who killed Hotspur after he was dead. (Laughter. | 

But the porat in the debate to which | wish to 
reply was something more pertinent than this, 
I do not mean by that to say that the remarks of 
my friend from Massachusetts were impertinent 
in any bad though they might be consid 
ered to be so by persons who do not understand 
our amicable relations. [Laughter.] 

The other gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr, 
Bourwei.] who ciscuom d this matter, cannot 
have carefully or critically examined this record, 
In my judgment, the Pre ssident, when he called in 
question, notthe action of Congress, bul the power 
of Congress, raised an issue with this C 
What the Secretary of State did the President 
did; and my colleague from Ohio [Mr. Sparp- 
ING] ought not to shield his vote behind so flimsy 
acloak as that the President is not responsible 
for the Secretary of State, who acts for the Pres- 
ident only as the chief clerk of the Executive De 
partine nt. The gentleman from Massac huset tts 
could not have remembered the language of the 
chief clerk of the Exeoutive when he said that this 
question of recognizing a monarchical Govern- 
ment, imposed on a neighboring republic, is a 
** nurely executive question, and the decision ft 
it constitutionally belongs, not to the Llouse of 
Representatives, nor even to Congress, but to the 
President of the United States;’? thus claiming 
exclusive power and jurisdiction over these ques 
tions, ienoring utterly the right of Congress to 
pass on them, notwithst anding all the precedents 
of our history from the beginning of this Govern- 
ment down to the presest ime. He ought espe 

cially to have remembered those capital pes Cie 
dents made by Monroe, and M: wlison, and Clay, 
and John Quine y Adams, with respect to the 
Spanish American States, when Congress inaugu- 
rated the system of recognizing other republics 
and passing upon these matters of foreign rela- 
in spite of all these precedents, the Chief 
Executive lays down the rule that Congress has 
no power over this subject, butthatitis purely an 
executive question. It is not a question whether 
the Senate has passed this measure of. ours, or 
not, though I believe the Senate has not acted on 
itatall; it is not a question whether the resolu- 
tion has become a law or not; it is a question 
between the Executive and Congress as to the 


not is not the question, 


deck ased, 


sense, 


ongress, 


tions. 


power of Congress over this and other matters of 


a foreign nature. 

If the gentleman will only read the learned re- 
port of the chairman of the Committee on Forcign 
Affairs, he will find that from February 9, 1821, 
when Henry Clay made a motion in the House 
of Representatives with reference to recognizing 
the Governments of Spanish America, running 
all the way through our history down to the bill 
for which the gentleman from Massachusetts voted 
himself, to recognize the black republics of Hayti 
and Liberia, Congress has always expressed it- 
self, by bills, resolutions, and appropriations, 
upon these questions of international concern- 
ment. And yet my colleague from Ohio says that 
he would vote again for the resolution of last ses- 
sion as to Mexico and Maximilian, and in the 
same breath says that he would vote, and did 
vote, to table this resolution which declares ** that 
Congr ss hasaconstitutional right to an authori- 
tative voice in declaring and prescribing the for- 


istry seut there, perhaps, by the gentleman |! eign policy of the United States, as well in the 


poe a pagent es ent 
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recognition of new Po rs as in other matt: 


How can my colleague be consistent? He say 
Laat he wot id vote for resolutions connected with 
fore ig alfa Pe ind yet vot to diseard a 0 
lation which dee es ir power to interfer 

u } iw ve itto the | oO 

rts to t ut of this dilemma i Ve 

ices himseil 

This resolution report d by our committer 
not obnoxious on any ground except this, thatit 


would seem in some way or other to strike at 
one of the Cabinet officers of the Administration. 
This is the only ground, I venture to say, upon 
wh ich gentlemen can de bo nd their v tes, an ! one 
of the members upon the other side put it upon 
that ground. 

What has become of our independence as a 


body? What has become of that old riiame 

wy dignity and fearlessness in criticism which 
longed an the ist to bodies of this nutare, bod- 
sfor delib ration and debate ? Are we to OW 

to the Executive in every behest which he may 

mH ke? 


The discarded resolution goes on to say * that 
itas the constitutional duty of the President to re- 
spectthat policy.”? The duty of the President; 
that includes all his clerka, his chief clerk and all 
his Cabinet offier rs, so calle d. 


Gentlemen say that they would have 


this resolution if it were modified so as to read 
“the Execu Department.”? The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] said that. But 
the word * Executive,’ or §* President,’ includes 
all these officers; and there was no 1 1 for 


tabling the resolution except this, that it strikes at 
the policy of the See: tary of State, or the Presi- 
dent forwhom hes Ks. And what is that po! 
icy? A policy which humiliates this country tu 
the eyes of the world; a policy which placed a 


before France on our knees, with our mouths in 


the dust; which told the Emperor of F ice that 
we, the Congress of the United States, hud no 
voice in this matter, but that this Government 


would humiliate ttself in the dust before a foreign 
Power, and allow that Power to overturn all 
cherished traditions of our nation, and to place 
and to per upon thi rontinent, 
Notsuch, sir, was the old policy of the better days 


of this Republic, why 


mluate a tirone 


nanother policy and another 
perty ruled in this count 


Iw as OPpost dto the excusing ef my colleague 
on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, beeaus 
we need in this House fair, bold, open discussion 
from men like himself who dares to have his own 
Opinion, even though his opinion may not coin- 


cide with thatof the men in power, Let not this 
louse, by its vole, cringe before the executive 
power. Let it stand up in its ow 
and for its own privileges, for its own self-respect 
and itsowndignity. Letitemulate something of 
the dignity and self-respect of the old parliamen- 
termius of the better days of England, wien men 
dared to go tothe Tower, when men were drawn 
aud quartered because they criticised the royal 
preregadves which were unconstitutionally ex- 
ereised, T hope my friend from Maryla I d will 
ever have to go to any Bastille, and will never 
have to bedrawn aud quartered for any opinions 
hat he may hold. But Ido believe that he is of 
that fearless mold, having run counter to the sen- 
iment of his own State, having belonged to or- 
ganz ilous that had a rood deal of phy sical and 


' , 
n seli-Gefense 


inental piuck about them, that he dare tel! the 
truth even to the men in power, He did it last 
summer. Andaithough I did notapprove of his 
position then, nor ofthe posiuon ofthe Executive, 
which sought to overthrow the privileges and 
powers of the House; although I did not believe 
that Congress had any power to recoustruct States 
any more than the Executive had, yet Ll did ap- 
plund his bold courage in spe aking out for the 
rights of Congress in that regard, as | do to-day 
applaud his f arle ‘8S criticism in that report of the 
conductof the Secretary of State. 

What the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Dawe s] said with regard to myself personally, 
and of the great difference between the member 
from Maryland and myself, no one appreciates 
more than | do; and | throw myself in an ati- 
tude of pre rfect humiliation before such a demi-god 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts. [Laugh- 
ter.} He has the advantage, which | have not, 
of being a member of the next House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


Lie is plamed for a fight in the next | 


f 


‘ ri lL \ ' ,vut tet him 
! ; 
‘ i i iu rem mold 
; 
reward t t i ents im VV, 
in I iv, ‘ n to do tiat as 
¥ ! nN Ui ‘ ‘ std hie I 
| en } 
‘ im 1O HOW Si > 
i . on tl Committee ou bor- 
4 
Lal 
. 1 t tha semana. 2 
Lu pe, avit ner, itthe House Will, by 
its action on this question, SuStai: Ils OWn Uiz- 
1 > 


ity; and with that | shall be content. 
f Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I 


ie discussion vhich has taken 


| lac , Several topics have been introduced that 
were not very inumately connected with the sim- 
lication made to the [louse to 


relieve me from further service on the Comniittee 





' ; | 7 
| ’ i Piat rhe it rhiad SLIM Vy 
int i f duty, Ol iFOuk auy 

i rt} Witil ! \ al 
’ 
ii | thi tidecrs (led 
,my riper ecircum ul iat the ki t 
! OW, as It has d on so many o¢ Sy 
. 1 ' ' 
liffered from in judgm i | 
' . am ’ 
ywouchtup on defeats. | have lived in minorities, 
| Way suvth nd l trust With periect i 
he ft] | 
to the vetler jucyment of the Li use. 
Leman, in th ourse of my eigut ye 8 
17 ' . ei : , | “Tt 
i tos Ciouse, has ever seen ino my conduct 
ny mani wlio if personal spiven ot P onal 
i ‘ ; ‘ “ts . : 
i pohutlmMcnhet, yen may tal Mservalions oO 
Se e ' 1 . : 
Feu man from Massachusetts | Wy. Daw S| : 


justified. If no man has on any occasion seen 


vat, then T shail b pardon 1 for taking no fur- 
her notice ofthe mean malice t { wp ad tlaecm 
Dit, | do not wl : to be misund rstoud Upon 
nother point. Ithas been repea iy stated that 
this resolution assailsthe President. Weill,sir,l 
im ready to assail the President or anybody else 
whit uid I he bros d trae k of republican 
winciples. Lneed not say thatin this House. 
And yet, sir, ther sno word in that resolution 
which assails the President. Nor was it contem- 
plutedtoa ullim. diwasecarcfully, deibverat V» 
eri | vi prared, id received the approval ¢ t 
every member of the Committee on Foreign At- 
, with the disseating voice alone of the gen- 
leman from New Y rk, { Mr. Pomeroy. | 
ib y theattention ifthe Louse to thie langudge 
f the pution,. ‘The rigiits that serts | do 


1 


tnow pretend to debate. Phe jac 
House has been rendered, to en 
wid bow without an arzume 
‘The resoluuion was not a ¢ 


I 
Drougutlhere to aang ihe aiss 


' 
' 
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raped oi the 


1 j é 
L shail bow, 


»web of my brain, 
‘rtauions upon about 


the abstract rights of differ rent departments of 


the Government. ‘This Elouse had asserted its 
authority in matters of the gravest national im- 


portane ‘y events Which had arrested the 
tien of the civilized world, and made 
Leart of every friend of libe any in it. 
tion on our borders lay b! 
the French eagle, and a vagrant adventurer who 
had never seen the soil of Mexico called himseif 
her emperor. The American House of Repre- 
sentatives had declared thatit did not accord with 
our policy lo recognize any monarehteal Govern- 
menterected on the ruts of avy republican Gov- 
America, least of all in Mexico, our 
friend. 
remote or possible conungencies, buttoa bloody, 
awful reality, the ruin of a free nation by Euro- 
pean violence, under false pretexts, and with an 
insolent hostility to our power; a ruin now more 
nearly consummated, and by our fault, ay, and 
sull more by the fault of those charged with the 
conduct of our diplomatic intercourse. But that 
resoludion had restedin the Senate. We had done 
all that we could, and we were obliged to rest in 
silence. 

But when the Secretary of State of the United 
States sent abroad adispatch toa foreign Govern- 
ment, relative to a matter then pending within the 
legislative department of the United States, where 


atten- 
unxXious the 
A free na- 


ernment in 
neighbor and our 


the Executiveeye has no rightto penetrate; respecte | 


ing the vote on which, untulcommunicated to him 
ui the regular form, he has no rightto know any- 
thing ; when at that stage the Secretary of State 
saw fittoenter into dip ilomaticcommunication with 
a foreiga Government, in order to rob the vote of 
this House of its legiumate moral power before 
it had acquired any legislative authority, and in 
dving Uiat not only questioned the wisdom and 


ing in the talons of 


It did not relate to || 
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expediency, but the ryglit of this House, and of 
both Houses, lo : 4 e word upou that wm? r 
i could notsittn sites , ana tlouss will find 
L think, that they will be us to do so,tf they 
hav due regard to them ly on t 
ranches of this Government 

Aud it was in deferens othat pra is ctlua 
en Clarai resolution W iw i ire. 


ny . . 7 ' ry \ ‘ ' 
iUliV, drawn cCritlceauy, Grawn wilh a studious 
‘ 
‘ 


avoidance of every innuendo against the personal 
character either of ibe President of tie United 
States or of the distinguished gentleman who pre- 
sides so ably over the Departnn nt of State; and 
the language of hin letter, to whieh the languag 
of the resolution refers, will 
it was adapted to this ol 


show how caretully 
ject, and how complete ly 
The Seer: tary of State says: 





it accom) ished it. 





tis. however, anoth 


I anda distinet question whether 
the United states would t 


Hine ibnecessary Or proper tarex- 





press themscives in the form adopted by the House of Rep 
rescntatives at this time.” 
: ; 4 .s a Ae aes “~ 
If it be another question whether the United 
td st } t sca! oe 
States Wouid Lilt pr per to express thi ‘mseives 


form that the House of 
Representatives have seen fit to use, who speaks 
for tie United States ? 

The Secretary say 

> This is a practical and purely executive question?’ — 


ithe United 


me and dn the 


L 


There the Exccutive speaks for 


] 


ind the deeision of it constitutionally belongs, not to the 


louse of Representativ nor even to Congress, but to the 


President of the Uuited States. 


rr) 


Then United States! Do 
the word ** Pres- 
nt? came there? Lt was because the Secretary 
State had told the French Government, with a 
view to site: the force of the vote of the House 
of Representatives that it belonged, not to the 


a! suse of Representatives, nor to Congress, but 


the Pre sie nt is the 
i 

gentiomen now understand how 

id 

{ 


nw 





i 
exe) isively to the President of the United Slates, to 
declare whatthe United States thought t,and when 
ik W UX pr dient to deel ire whatitthought in re f- 
crence to our foreign affairs; and foreign affairs 





mean war,and peace, and alltances, and recogni- 
litv, and every intérestand every 
right by which we touch the nations of the world, 
formal words of the 
functions in whole 
both Liouses of Congress. 

lt was that declaration, in conflict with all the 
precedé nts of the United States, that the Seere- 
lary OF State saw fit not merely to expre ss here 
in the ordinary intercourse between the depart- 
ments of the ‘Gove roment, but to send abroad to 
our minister in Prance, and lay before a foreiga 
Government, and to impeach and discredit the 
judgment of Congress before it was pronounced, 
Which imperatively required to be rebuked. And 
it was at that language that the resolution was 
pointed. Now, judge ye, whether it be true or 
not, that Congress has a constitutional right to 
an authoritative voice in our foreign affairs. ‘That 
raises the issue directly, does it not, with the lan- 
guage, not with the person even of the Secreta: y 
of State, whether ** Congress has a constitutional 
right to an authoritative voice in declaring aud 
prescribing the foreign policy of the United States, 
as well in the recognition of new Powers as in 
other matters, and it is the constitutional duty o! 
the President to respect that policy, not less in 
matters of negotiation than in the use of the na- 
tional force when authorized. 

It was no blow aimed at the President. Buta 
right had been asserted for the President by the 
Secretary of State. He first impeached the right 
of Congress to do what it has always done, and 
usurped its right for one of the flowers of the 
presidential prerogative. I deny his law and his 


ons, ANG neulra 


and thatin the face of the 
cy t -* : ¢! 
Uonstuitulion, ascribing those 


or til pare io one or 


fact. I make the question of right and uot of 


person, either with the Secretary of State or with 
the President. 

And then, ** whether the United States would 
think it necessary or proper to express themselves 
in the form adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives,’ the Secretary tells die world isan executive 
question! We cannot allow our votes to be re- 


| ceived other than in the constitutional form of a 


veto by the President; then he has the right to 
approve or refuse to approve them fn the’ forms 


| of his constitutional authority. 


| 


} 
' 
i 


But | have yet to learn that itis the right of the 
President to say what is necessary and proper, or 
what is wise or what is unwise with reference lo 


eee 


oe 
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any vot of t iis Mouse orof both Houses of Con 
‘ v. ' \ re comin i a 
f vovalord rova!; therefore, to mal 
tly “ | ‘ Or fthesS 

! , l Cia s introduced: 

\ proy \ n of foreign policy 
bi Hieieutly proved by the vote which pl 
i t.” 

Tha the assertion, that our vote is not thi 
su fexecutive ¢ ns that itis the right 
of mnte of th i States to say what 
they will uoon their foreten policy and it is the 
duty of President to veto or obey it. But, 
sir, if Congress have sunk so low that it must 


to vindi- 


Halls 


this solem: 


look bey rnd tne limits of 
cate the necessity and propriety of 


declaration of national policy at this time in the 
form we adopted, perhaps we can find no arbiter 

form We aco} i iy 

between us and the Executive Goverament which 
li will re ernize so re d ly as the Paltimore con- 
ention; and that enlightened body, forced by 


ssary ard prox 
which the Secretary 
tempting to give a rebuke 


converted it into 


nt et: es 
wbehe the resoiuguon for 


| ! 


rized—o ly in at 

« form of a complime: 
a sarcasm, 

Thatis the substance of the Now, 
sir, | say again that | do not mean to debate the 
policy of the resolution or any matter connected 
wiih it. Nobody except the ventleman from 
Maine [Mr. Brarne] bas impeached tt here upon 
historical ecounds. With creat re spect to that 

man, | say. that the preee dent which he 
quotes is frivolously irrelevant, and that, from the 
becinning of the Goverument until this day, there 
is no vote of either House of C 
by any President of the United Stat ¥, 
there is no assertion by any Se cretary of State, 
there is no expression by 
man of any party, that it 
Congress of the United 8 
scribe the foreign pe licy of the United States; and 
from the time of the Panama mission, when Joha 
Quincy Adams asked and obtained the authority 
and support of C that reat mission 
which we must soon repeat, until this day, we 
have vote on vote of Congress, under 
evel y A Iministrati yk firmi -; imply Ing,assert- 
in y¥, orex riing that prerogative without qua stion 
from any quarter; and under this Administration 
more than one actapproved by President Lincoln 
himself add to the unbroken law of pre 
The recognition Havti and Lil 
he spo. itaneo of the President, but he, like 
pr , waited till Congress had author- 
ized him toopen with them intern itional relations. 
Sir, there is but one judgment and one cours 
of precedent from the beginning 
American bi istory. Monroe concurred in its the 
messages o f John Quincy Adams ae ple te with 
it; General Jackson, in the ease of Texas, recog- 
aed it; Mr. Clay asserted it; Mr. Webster as- 
serted it. What other authorities are worthy of 
notice, after we have named these? That, sir, is 
all | have to say on that subject. 

Now, sir, one other word. L have already said 
that, in asking to beexecused from further service 
omthe Committee on Foreign Affairs, | act from 
no feeling of personal pique. | make that request 
from my sense of t 
ations that the chairman of the 
sarily bears to the House of 


1 . 
s pe mssilvie, Sir, upon 


v 
public opinion, thought it nece 
t 
ape 
tl 


. ' , 
t, they 


‘resolution. 


rps 


a. there Is 


no claim 


aay re Spe Cl ible public 
does not belong to the 


tates to declare and pre- 


‘ 





meress fot 


almost 





cedeits. 
erla was not 
us act 


t dece ssore 


ing to the end of 


sini View of t 
committee neces- 
Representatives. [ 


oceasions for the 


j 1 
public aury le ree 


many 
House to diffe r, not only with the chairman of a 
committee, but with the committee. ‘They are 
bound to tuke the instructions of the House; they 
are bound to conform to such instructions. They 
are bound by the judgment of the House, and 
they must act in conformity with it. 

But the position of the chairman of a commit- 
tee means that he stands eee as the representa- 
tive of the political views of the majority of the 
House of Representatives. He is tothe House 
of Representatives what a member of the Cabi- 
net is to the President. An absolute confortnity 
op all essential principles between the chairman 
of a committee and the House on a subi et re- 
specting which the committee is raised, is essen- 
tial to adue discharge of his duties, just as a 
similar relation between a Cabinet officer and the 
President is essential to the due conduet of exee- 
ative affairs. Jam not the representative of the 
House upon this question. ‘The vote of this morn- 
ing places a great gulf between me and the House 


of Representatives. I cheerfully admit that they 
may i t Linay be v r t but the cri- ] 
terion of my conduct must be my own judement, 
and f cann f mys ti 1 the hist ry of 
A l t vot I ‘ House of 
i ( 

A hi i tan further Not only.i e 
i ! | {cor eto } entt 

i i 
House in that responsible situation without mis- 
representing myself, but, insignificant as | may 
be personally, lam unwilling, when this 1 atter 
crosses the ocean, as it will cross it, Ll cannot 
co ent tos I »SuomiIe tO or acquicsce i Oo 
to have part or lot wi this rrav urrender of 
th power of the pe ple For, Mi Sp iker, 
whatever the n ican of the person who 
mo ve tl que 0 wh ‘ nection with this vo 
clevat him todls it ) j i (tell youthere 
is more than one crowned head in Europe that 
now looks anxiously to the eon ofthis Heu 
upon this very qu r1,and hout will eo up 
from one end et Ke » tt other 
when itis k mwh that the Ho e ol Repi nta- 
tives he cont d that 1 resolv are vain 
breath be e ¢ ( Pie lent, and 
that the Py t { t . tes, as Lou 
Napoles | 1 frist i th L be 
am not hut \ » allow my name to | 
associated wi that humiliating abdication. 

With all kindness to the gentlemen who have 
so kindly ext ed themsels hie to-day: a 
kindness which overwhelms m ibly3; a kind- 
ness frequently expe 1 heretofore in private, 
but never before so p icly, | bee thatthey will 
woll that kind y ft r ter mto considera- 
tion ol { + 4 , but will do | i Ic then 
simply relieve me from acting longer in this re- 
ponsil i where | so gravely misrepre- 
sent the Ei ew! plas hor ed m 

Mr. LEY TLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, l was on: 
of the members of this House who voted to lay 
this resolution on theta . Ithasbeena umed 
In this Gebate that that vot licated an opinion 
upon the subject-matter of the resolution itse! 
Kor one, sir, | wish itunde: od that | have ad- 
vanced no opinion unon ti ! lution. ‘The 
thairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in- 
troduced a1 olut not sr ve import NCE 
he immediately moved the previous question; 
and, without »right to discuss the resolution, 
without the right to improve its phraseology, Ww 
were pul upon a vote. So | lL hold a seat 
on this floor [ n \! under wh eireum- 
stances, |! reed IV ne n upon a grave 
national que ! \ 4 efore, to lay the 
I lut on tl t é , vecause there wa 
no opportunity for disen ; | ondly, be- 

vuse [ believed it inexpedient at this time, in 
this crisis of ou ul } ry, to brine up 
here any such ne question, 

Sir, the time will « me when England and 
France will understand the postition of the Amer- 
lean people on tl qi referred to by the 
re} lk n hh M irviand 

Nov ir, no man entertal mit I et for 
he private iracter, the public position, and the 
Integrity ¢ t ! men from Maryland than 
myst f, and i tru | Hor will t : nimously 
vot not to excuse him trom servi on that 
comm t 

The motion w lisacr to,and Mr. Davis, 

f Maryland, 1 not excused 

ADJOUR ENT OVER THE HOLIDAYS. 

Mr.STEVENS. [ rise ton privileged question, 
and submit the following concurrent re solution: 

Reeolve /. the Senate coneur ing Chat wit n this Hou 4 
adjourns on Thursday, the 22d instant, it adjourn to meet 


ou ‘Thursday, Jumuary 5, Loos. 





Mr. Sneaker, allow me to say oneword. It 
re yole I th W | il } ur i¢ hie { - 
mas holidays ft would be sihle to |} 
the House tog ther, ¢ d we should eain noth 
by ref r{ pourn On consultation, we have 

nposed that it would be better to fix t tim 
as 1 have suggested, Ihave fixed, first, Thars- 
day next, so that members living at a distance 


shallhave opportunity to reach their homes. New 
Year’s day comes on a Sunday, ind of course 


members ¢ innot leave or travel ont ud y,and | 
have fixed on Thursday, the 5th, for their return. 
. > ' 
Foi mnyxe if, 1 am wil Ing to sit ner all the tire 


and attend to the public business. 


| The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. STEVENS movi d'to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
Li 

TI motion was agreed to. 


NEVADA, 
Mr. BEAMAN. MriSnpe 
sent of the Ho 


on its passage, 
' 


aker, Lask the unan- 
tointreduce, and pat 
a bul supplementary to an act to 
» the pe ople of the Ti rritory of Nevada to 
form a constitution and State government, and for 
the * dmission ef said State into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the bill reported from the 
Committee on Territories ? 

Mr. BEAMAN. No, sir; but I will make a 
statement which [think will be satisfactory. In 
the act which was passe d enab ling the pe ople of 
he Territory of Nevada to form a constitution 
for admis e intothe Union there was 
an entire omission to save the proceedings in the 
Supreme Court arising by appeal or otherwise 
from the courts In that Territory. I understand 
that there are appeals now pe nding in the Supreme 
Court, and there being no provision to save them 
it hecomes necessary to pass this supplementary 
act. I think, sir, the ‘re can be no objection to its 
immediate passage. 

bere 
read a first and second 

ssed and 


mous coi 


} 
enabp 


sion as a Stat 


the billwas received, 

time, ordered to be en- 

ad athird time; and being engrossed, 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
Mr. BEAMAN moved to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 

the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


REBELLIOUS STATES, 


Mr. ASHLEY. lL ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for-leave to report from the commit- 
tee on the rebellious States a bill to guaranty to 
States whose governments have been 
usurped or overthrown, a republican form of gov- 
ernment, in order that it may be recommitted and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman will 
move to reconsider and lay that motion on the 
table [ will not object. 

iy ASHLEY. I have no desire to bring the 
bill back by a motion to reeonsider. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Very well, then. 

The bill was received, read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to 


being no objection, 


certain 


committee. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT ERIE 


Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the fullowing resolution, which was read, 
cousidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be re- 
quested to inquire into the expedieney of establishing a 


inarine hospital at Erie, on Lake Erie, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 


the same 


INTERNAL 
Mr. Sara a 


. | : N 
resoiution Ivo. 


REVENUE. 

L now call up House joint 
124, explanatory of an act enti- 
tled **An act providing internal révenue for the 
support of the Government, to pay the interest 
on the publie = bt, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 3( .18 64. 

The joit Bas Bees was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passe ‘d. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the tal] 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to give notice to the 
thaton Friday, the 6th of January, I pro- 
pose callup the motion to reconsider the vote by 
th e re solution for amending the Constitu- 
tion ‘of the United States was rejected, and at that 
time to put the bill upon its passage, 

Mr.COX. To take a vote upon it that day? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Totakgit up for consideration. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say to the gentleman that 
members on this side of the House, generally, 
would pre fer that he postpone the consideration of 
the matter until the Monday following the day 
named by him. 


Mr. ASHLEY. Upon consultation with a 
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generaily, ‘The Chair hears 


judgment. 


o4 


number of members upon that side of the House 
favorabdic tothe motion, | prive that the vote 
Monday foilowing the day 


notice 

will be taken on the 

{ first named 
INVALID PENSION BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS. lIask unanimous consent of 
the House to take up and consider the billof the 
House No. 597,in the House, and notin the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Yesterday the Committee 
of Ways and Means reported the invalid pension 
bill, which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and made the 
special order for to-day. The gentleman asks 
ubanimous consent that it may be taken ap and 
considered in the House. ‘The Chair hears no 
objection 

The bill CH. R. No. 597) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid pensions of the 
United States for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1866, was accordingly taken up for consideration, 
and read in ertenso. 

Mr. BROOKS. I pre 
this bill exeeptl w hatis 
of the De partment ? 

Mr. STEVENS Nothing else. 

‘The bill was ord red to b 
a third time; ani 


sume there is nothing in 
contained in the estimates 


sed and read 


| being engrossed, it was accord- 


e engros 


ingly read the third tine, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the vote by which 
the bill was passed be reconsidered; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC 

Mr. STEVENS. ] ask t 
cousular and dip! 
to the 


BILL. 
hat bill No. 598, the 


omatic bill, which was referred 
Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and made the special order for to-day, 
be taken up and conside red in the same way as 
the last, 5 


Th: To 


208) making appropriations 


} 


being no objection, 


the bill (H.R. No. 
for the consular and 
dt | Government for the 
year ending the 30ch of June, 1866, was taken up 
and vead in extenso. 


Mr. LHOLMAN. Ido not desire to have this 


il read through 


matic expenses of the 


’ 


again foramendments, for | pre- 
ume there are few to be offered, I have, how- 
ever, un amendment to offer to the last section of 
the ball. 

The SPEAKER ifth 


ball will be consid red us of] 


» be no obj jer ‘tion the 
‘ned to amendment 
no objection. 


LIOLMAN. adding 


end of the bill the following proviso: 


I move to amend by 
at the i 

Provided, however, That in the payment of the salaries 
provided tor by this bill, the same shail be paid upon the 
basis of the curremey of the United States, as other salaries 
are paid, including the usual exchange only. 

The only question presented by the amend- 
mentis one which has frequently been before the 
douse before; and that is whether these salaries 
of agents abroad shall be paid upon a gold basis, 
instead of the basis of the currency of the coun- 
ivy. thas always seemed to me that there was 
ne reason for this discrimination, and that these 

varies ought to be paid upon exactly the same 
basis with other salaries of the country,and upon 
the same ground, 

Mr. STEVENS. 


ment, 


I must oppose that amend- 
This Government alre ady, by one portion 
of us legislation, has created adistinection between 
different kinds of the lawful money of the United 
States, and by that we have made one article 
three times as valuable as the other, and by that 
legislation alone, as [| contend, Now, by law 
there is no difference between coin and legal- 
tendernotes, ‘The Government has a rightto pay 
in whatever it chooses, and if it chooses to pay 
in legai-tender notes, it can do so; if it chooses to | 
pay in coin itcan do so. And there is no exe ep- 

uion to this rule except that we unwisely made it 


THE 


| ident having appointed a minister, under the Con- | 


| to perform the clerk’s duty of making a record 


| isters anywhere abroad, 


in the payment of duties and of interest on the || 


public debt. Lam unwilling to recognize any fur- 
ther distinction, and thus depreciate what we have 
declared to be lawful money and legal tender of 
the United States. I would leave ‘the Govern- | 
ment to make these payments according to their | 


1 he amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. BROOKS. I wish to call the attention of 
the House once more to the provisions contained |! 


‘There is a general law providing for these various 


CONGRESSION 


in lines thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen. I did it 


last s¢ 1 do it now inally } 
with as little use as I diditthen. Itis a provis- 
ion for missions in Guatemala, Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica, Honduras, and San Salvador, five of the 
Central American States, most of which have not 
a population as large as some of the wards of 
Cincinnati, Philade Iphis i, or New York. To those 
five States we have five distinct ministers, when 
one minister to Central America could transact all 
the necessary business. I make now the same | 
proposition that I made last year, to strike out 
the names of these five States and insert ** Central 
America.”’ 

Mr. STEVENS. It is impossible to get at 
what the gentleman desires in this way. We 
have a law authorizing the appointment of these 
ministers; they are appointed in pursuance of law, 
and we are bound to make the appropriation to 
pay them. We cannot change that Jaw in an 
appropriation bill. Ifthe gentleman wishes to get 
at it, let him bring in a bill to repeal the law au- 
thorizing these several missions and concentrate 
them, and then we will make the appropriation 
accordingly. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will say to the gentleman 
from Pennsy lvanie i that that is precisely what I 
propose to do. If he will look to the Statutes he 
will find that thesé missions were never created 
by any express statute law, but were created in 
this very appropriation bill. The missions were | 
created here, and I propose to re peal them. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman is mistaken. | 
The general law authorizes the Executive to send 
ministers to certain places, and to select those 
laces. | 

Mr. BROOKS. I beg the gentleman from Penn- 

sylvania to show me any other law except that 
in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I refer to the general law. | 
for the appointment of ministers. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman can show-me 
no law whatsoever except in appropriation bills | 
of precisely this character. ‘The statute-books 


ssion, and sha! robability 





and | challenge him to produce any other law 
except laws in appropriation bills. 

Mr.COX. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Srevens] is entirely rightabout the matter. 


ministers, and they are to be appointed by the 
President. Whenever the President chooses to 
send ministers to these various second-class mis- 
sions he does so in pursuance of the general law. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will permit me, the power of | 
the President of the United States is derived from 
the Constitution of the United States, as he will 

» by reading the second section, 
Me. COX. And the law passed in pursuance 


thereof 1 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It has been 
decided over and over again that without any law, | 
under the provisions of the Constitution, the | 
President can send ministers anywhere. 

Mr. BROOKS. And who is to pay them? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The Pres- 


stitution, it then becomes the duty of Congress 
to appropriate the money to pay him. 

Mr. BROOKS. ‘That is the old story we had 
this morning over again—the same principle— 
that the President of the United States can do 
anything, that he can appoint a minister to any 
place whatsoever, and that all we have to do is 


of appropriations for such missions as he may 
direct. 

Now, the President may have the power under 
the Constitation of the United States to send min- 
but the right is reserved 
to this House—the great right of making an ap- 

propriation therefor or not making itus we deem 
caine 

Now, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cox,] | wish him to show me a statute law which 
creates missions to Gautemala, Nicaragua, Costa 

tica, Honduras, and San Salvador 

Mr.COX. The gentleman from New York is 
probably familiar with the law passed in 1861, I | 
think, drawn by Judge Perkins, of Louisiana. 





That was while the gentleman was a member of || 
Congress, and that law divides the missions up || 


into various classes. 


AL GLOBE. 


December 15, 


tir 


stitutional provision by the action of Congress 
and gives Congress coutrol of the matter. 
if the gentleman wants to get rid of these va. 
rit us missions, the way to do it is to repeal the 
law declaring the se second-class missions and 
fixing the salaries thereof. 
The gel itleman propose s to unite all these sey- 
eral second-class missions into one mission to 


Central America, ‘That was done a good many 


| years ago, before we had any commerce on the 


| 


Isthmus, before the railroad was made, and be- 
fore commerce was quite as great as 1t Now is in 
New York and other places. But at this time 
there are interests on the Isthmus and in Central 


| America connected with all these Governments 





| appropriauions made to pay them. 





That carries out the con- || is the man I mean. 


that require ministers at these various points, 
There are claims against these Governments, 
some of them no doubt held by constituents of 
the honorable gentleman, and treaties are to be 
made, and conventions are to be held, and these 
claims are to be adjusted. 

There are claims springing out of the old trou- 
bles in Nicaragua, the troubles which occurred 
with General Walker, and in all of which our 
countrymen were more or less mixed up. All 
these matters are to be settled by ministers, and 
you cannot have one minister traveling all around 
in that volcanic and thinly settled region. 

Mr. DAWES. We did have one. 

Mr. COX. Yes; we had one traveling there 
once, who got lost, and did not turn up for four 
or five years after his time e xpired. But even if 
the objection raised by the gentleman from New 
York were rightly taken, it would not be proper, 
through an appropriation bill, to strike out these 

salaries s, for the ministers are there now doing 
their duty, and that duty is very valuable to the 


| Government, 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, [ think we all 
understand how our ministers abroad are created 
and appointed. ‘Their appointment is vested by 
the Constitution in the President. But Congress 
undertook to classify these ministers, to fix the 


| point at which most of them should be kept, and 
are before him, he has an assistant and a clerk, | 


to fix their salaries. ‘The ministers to France and 
England have their salaries fixed by law, and so 
have the ministers to these Central American 
States. Until that law is repealed or changed the 
ministers appointed by the President are entitled 
to their salaries, and it is the duty of Congress to 
make appropriations to pay them. The Presi- 
dent has a right to appoint them, and he has ap- 
pointed them and sent them to their respective 
stations, their salaries having been fixed by Con- 
gress in an act passe od twelve or fourteen years 
ago. Now whathave wetodo? Simply to make 
an appropriation to fulfill the law. The law says 
that these men shall have certain salaries. If the 
gentleman from New York will bring in alaw re- 
pealing or changing that fixing these salaries of 
ministers, well and good, Then there will be no 
But, as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] has well said, 
that would be very unwise in the present condi- 
tion of our affairs and in the present condition of 
Europe, with Spain making war upon some por- 
tions of South America and France having designs 
upon other portions. It would be, I say, very 
unwise for us to withdraw our ministers at those 
plac es. : 

Now, as to fixing one particular place for a 
minister to Central “America, where the interests 
of States are diverse, and where war constantly 
exists between them, it would seem to me very 
unwise and impracticable. [do not know but that 
it was the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuenck,]} 
the chairman ofthe Committee on Military Affairs, 
who was engaged in a two-years huntto find the 
seat of government of the Argentine Confedera- 
tion, and I believe he did not find it then, though he 
come upon some fresh.symptoms of where it had 


recently been. 


Mr. SCHENCK. The gentleman’s illustra- 
tion is nota good one. The Government of the 
Argentine Confederation was found and recog- 
nized, and treaties were made with it. 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, there was somebody, 
I remember, though it could not have been the 
gentieman from Ohio, who was for three years 


| engaged in hunting for some Central American 


Government. 

A Memsper. Mr. Smith. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ah, yes—Mr.Smith. That 
It is said that he never 
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returned, but is in search of that Government yet. 
{ Laughter. } Ldo not know how it ts. I should 
be entirely satisfied if he never found it, and 
never returned. But I think we had better leave 
this thing as it is. 

Mr. BROOKS. The ideaof the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Cox,] that Central America needs 
these five ministers because it is necessary to have 
somebody to do business at each place, is well 
answered by this very appropriation bill. If the 
centleman will look over it he will find among the 
consulates, in schedule B, handsome appropria- 
tions made for a consul at Panama, at San Juan 
del Sur, at Balize, at Aspinwall, at San Juan del 


Norte, and at various other places—without en- | 


tering into an enumeration of them—appropria- 
tions for a consulate in every part of Central 
America. Now, | can understand that which 


seems to be the arcument of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] ard will reply to | 
it by and by, but [ do not understand the argu- 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr.Cox.] I 
can well understand why the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania does not desire to cutdown missions, | 


does not desire to deprive men of place s, does not 
desire to bring home anybody who is enjoying 


the patronage and expenditure of this Govern- | 


ment. And I cannot understand how the people 
on that side of the House, who pay income taxes, 
and taxes of all kinds, as well as those on this 
side of the House, should desire to keep up five 


expensive missions in Central America, toapeople | 


who have a consulate in every important port, or 
to States which, I repeat, have not so large a 
population as many of the wards in the several 
cities of this Union. 

These missions were created at a very late pe- 
riod, and almost always, not only by the Demo- 
cratic party, but by the Republican party, in order 
to provide places for certain office seekers; not be- 
cause of any necessity that existed for the mis- 
sions, but to give place to people who could not 
be provided for in Europe, Asia, Africa, or in 
South America, and for whom, therefore, places 
were invented in this Central America. The mis- 
sion for Honduras, | think, was created espe- 
cially for a gentleman from my own State, for 
whom no other place could be provided, and to 
whom this special mission was given, long after 
this general law of which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cox] speaks. It was introduced here 
by agentleman who was then a member of Con- 
gress from the State of Louisiana. ‘The gentle- 
man, | am quite sure, will not find any record of 
that mission in the general law he speaks of, if 
he searches through the statute from beginning 
to end. 

Now, [have no wish to deprive any gentleman 
of place. There are places enough for everybody; 
there are good offices enough, in connection with 
our annual expenditure of $1,000,000,000, to pro- 
vide places for almost every body whois in search 
of them in our own domain, upon our own coast, 
to prevent the smuggling of goods into Canada 
and the provinces, and in connection with our 
own internal revenue. And if thése gentlemen 
must have places, then I repeat they ought to be 
brought home, except one to preside over our in- 
terests in Central America, and the consulates to 
be left behind, and places given them upon the 
frontier of Canada to prevent smuggling, and in 
our own land to collect our internal revenue. 

ut [ will not make any further opposition. | 
have brought this subject to the attention of mem- 
bers, and the responsibility is now upon the other 
side of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. The proposition ef the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] is but a 
renewal 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a point of order; 


that further debate on this amendment is not in 
order. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken. ‘The same rules in regard to debate upon 
this bill prevail in the House as in the Committee 
of the Whole, limiting debate to one speech on 
each side of the amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [| will insist upon the rule, 
and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Ketey] shall confine his remarks to his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. KELLEY. 





I move to strike out ** six ”’ 


Then I will move an amend- 
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instead of * five,’’? and to insert the words “and 
to the Sandwich Islands.”’ 

Mr. COX. I raise the point of order upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
{[Mr. Brooks,] that there is no such place as Cen- 
tral America. 

Mr. BROOKS. I suggest that the Sandwich 
Islands are already in. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I move to strike it out. 

Mr. COX. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kentey] to move to in- 
sert ‘* League Island.’’ [Laughter] 


Mr. KELLEY. The proposition of the gen- 


| would suggest to the gentleman 


tleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] is one that 
came beforeus last year from the samesource, and 


it seems to me thatthe objections that were raised 
against the proposed amendment then are pecu- 
liarly strengthened now. Ido not know but the 
gentieman’s obje ction to homogeneity influences 
himinthis motion. Ie may be afraid that Amer- 
ican ideas, the English language, our thoughts, 
our habits, our customs may become fixed in 
those American States. ‘There never was a time 
for many reasons when we wanted the influence 
| of America in each of those States so much as 
now. The influence of France is felt in every 
one of them. 
t was but this morning that I was reading a 
letter at my desk from one of the most intelligent 
of our American people who have ever been en- 
gaged in the missionary cxuse in that section of 
the country, or upon this continent, deploring the 
fact that we had not those able statesmen, men 
speaking our language and the language of the 
country, to counteract the influence of France, 
which is penetrating and permeating those States. 
And it struck me as the message of the President 
was read, that for once we had gota truly Amer- 
ican messace. Itrelates tothe States of this con- 
tinent, and one after another our relations to them 
| are indicated and explained. France is only so 

far recognized as to say that civil war still exists 
| in Mexico. The French empire is recognized as 
| a belligerent only; and at this time the policy of 
the country should be to Americanize those States. 
The effort now making isa part of the general 
effort to prevent the extension of Civilization, ot 
republican ideas, and of American thought to th 
Central American States. The probability of 
homog neity there has already been recognized. 
that was fought against Libe- 
riaand against Hayti. We were notto recognize 
them; we were not to treat with them. We were 
to have neither connection nor intercourse with 
them, because we did not like the complexion of 
the people. 

And to strike from this bill those States which 
may receive a minister, those States which have 
people whose institutions and whose course of 
policy we may influence and control, and 
sert the name of a Government which does not 
exist, which three ministers consecutively have 
been unable to find, is to say that for the coming 
year we shall be voiceless in Central America— 
that we shall have no official agent to indicate to 
us the encroachments of France. And why? Is 
it because gentlemen believe that a great empire 
is yet to be constructed south of the Potomac? 
i nated 
with the views of Louis Napoleon in behalf ofa 
Latin empire? Or is it for fear that the influence 
of our country in those States may show that 
‘*homogeneity’’ may be attained while freedom of 
religion prevails, while manifold forms of govern- 
ment prevail, and in spite of the fact that men in 
tropical climates intermingle irrespectively of the 
question of complexion. 

I simply wished to renew this train of sugges- 
tion, which I presented when this same insidious 
move was made last year; and indoingso, | have 
accomplished my purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise for the purpose of 
moving that the debate on the pending amend- 
ment be terminated in one minute; but, before 
making that motion, I desire to say asingle word. 

I am opposed to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kevuey,| as well 
as that of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooks.] Atthe present time our relations with 
all these Governments are of the most friendly 
| character; and itis very important to us that we 

shall keep them so. It would be a little singular, 
| if we are to dispense with our missions to any 
il point, that we should first select American re- 


’ eh ] | ey! 
Lt 18 the old ba f 


to Ib- 


Is it because gentlemen have been impreg 






publics,about which so much solicitude has been 
manifested in this House this morning, 

Ne Ws Mr. Spe alk r. I believe that, at the pres- 
ent time, itis almost impossible for a minister at 
some of these Governments to do any duty in 
connection with othe rs, in consequence of the 
difficulty of changing places of abode. The 
transit from one to another takes se much time 
that it would be utterly impossible for these mia- 
isters to discharge their duties acce { tably, ember 
to the Government or the parties interested, if 
they should be obliged to travel from one place 
to another in the attempt to perform duty in con- 
nection with several Governments, 

[now move that all debate upon the pending 
amendment be terminated in one minute, 


he motion was agreed to, 
Mr. Ketiey’s amendment to the amendment 
of Mr. Brooks was not agreed to. 


Mr. Brooxs’s amendment was not agreed to. 
With the view of making a remark 
in reply to my friend from New York, | move to 
amend by striking out ** Paraguay’’ and * Costa 
Rica.”? This is perhaps the only occasion on 
1 I . ' 
which we shall have the opportunity to discuss 


' 
these ‘ 


matters with reference to these republies. 
The House seems to have declared, by the vote 
of this morning, that it is not within the province 
of Congress to look much,if at all, after foreign 
affairs; yet now we are at it, Within seareely 
more than an hour after the House has voted in 
that way. 

i would remind my friend from New York that 

edingly 

our ministers at these various points in Central 
America, if for no other reason than that sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, |Mr. 
Keniey.}| ‘Those Governmentsin Central Amer- 
ica to-day stand well with all the world. ‘They 
are improving, both in their stability and in theie 
credit—Costa Rica especially. 

The gentleman from New York ts a little con- 
fused about his geography. He says that we have 
a consul at Panama, &c., and that those officers 
could attend to all the 
tiese various mis 


it Is exct Important for us to conunue all 


business connected with 
ions. The 
understand that Panama is in South America, in 
the United States of Colombia, formerly New 
Granada; and he could not expect any business 
at Panama to refer to the Central American 


Nel . 


rentleman ougchtto 


i Be 

We have, sir, other relations upon the Isthmus, 
besides those of Panama. We have relations 
rrowing out of the Nicaragua transit and canal; 
and just now it is exceedingly significant, after 
steps are being taken by the Central American 
States with a view to prevent French interference 


fH. 
lexico, 


and French domination there, as wellasin | 
that the present action should be proposed in this 
Hlouse. If there ever wasatime when we should 
have American diplomats at all of those courts 
itisnow, when the power of the 
and the 


y 
} 
i 


’ 
‘ 

French ¢ mperot 
Archduke Maximilian is being pushed 
in those recions. 

‘There are a great many matters In re lation to 
those States yet to be determined by the State 
Department. That Isthmus is the most impor 
taut part of the world, speaking cx 
diplomatically. ‘There has been as much diplo- 


macy about it as any of the 


mmereially and 

large r empires of 
europe, because it will be one day the great cen- 
ter of the oriental and occidental traffic of the 
world. 
Itis the connecting link 
etween our eastern or Atlantic and our Pacific 
States. It is important that we should have our 
ministers strengthened at every Government. It 
is notmerely necessary that we should strengthen 
our consuls, because those Governments will not 
correspond with consuls on matters connected 
with ar 


strengthened at all times. 


rests of traitors, with the passage of troops 
across the Isthmus, and with all of the questions 
growing upconnected with our civil war. [sub- 
mit that the proposition should not only be re- 
ceived with an earnest protest, but should be 
voted down. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to recousider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to 
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WITHDRAWAL OF GOODS. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, lam instructed 
by the Committee of W ays and Sian to report 
a bill asked by the Treasury Department, which 
ssed before he holi- 
days er there a forfeiture of goods. If 
this is passed | tee of Ways and Means 
will have no objection to an adjournment over till 
Monday next. It is a bill to extend the time al- 
lowed for the withdrawal of certain goods therein 
named from certain stores. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is this bill to be considered 
in connection with the act passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress? Tow does it affect that act? 

Mr. STEVENS. I will state in a single word 
the efectofthe bill. By the law, as it now stands, 
all goods in the bonded warehouses were to be ex- 
ported or sent to the Pacific coast within three 
years, the duties were to be paid, and they were 
to be debarred from the privilege of exportation. 
A great many were in the war 
then, and the time virtually expired in January. 
Among these goods were arms and munitions of 
war. By the proclamation of the President, own- 
ers were prohibit d trom ¢ xXportung these goods. 
They were compelled, therefore, to leave them 
where they were, and by the original law unless 
they were exported belore Junuary they were 
forfeited to the United & All that is now 
asked is that the e during which, by the proc 
lamation of the they were prohibited 


it iwaonec ‘eMATY should be ras 
will be 


he Commit 


goods houses 


tates. 
tin 


de 
President, 


from exportng them, shall not be counted against | 


them, and that they shall be allowed the same 
time they would have had if the proclamation had 
never been made, In other words, it is asked 
that that time shall not be charged against them 
so as to work a forfeiture of their goods for not 
exporting them when they were unable to do it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My impression was that this 
conflicted with the law of the last session; but | 
find it does not, and | therefore do not object. 

The bill was received, read a first and second 
time, ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. After the 
statement that the Committee of Ways and Means 
has no more business to present, | move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next, 

The motion was acreed to. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD, 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. | ask unani- 
mous consent to report from the Commitiee for 
the District of Columbia a bill to amend an act 


|| of Clayton county, lowa, praying for a repeal of 


entitled **An act to incorporate the Metropolitan | 


railroad of the District of Columbia,’’ 
July 1, 1864. 

The bill, which was read for information, pro- 
vides that the seventeenth section of the act to 
incorporate the Metropolitan Railroad Company 
be amended so as to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of said railroad for two years from the 
passage of said act; and furthermore repeals all 
acts aid parts of acts inconsistent with this bill. 


Mr. DAVI New York, The company 


S, of 


Gesires this for the reason that their vessel con- |) 


taining lumber has been carried out to sea, and 
they have not been able to get the lumber, 
Mr. WASHBURN K, of Llhinots, objected, 


And then, on motion of Mr. SLEVENS, (at | 


twenty minutes past three o’clock 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpary, December 19, 1864. 


Prayer by Rev. Tuomas Bowman, D. D., Chap- 
lain to the Senate. 


p.m.,) the 





Hon. Joun P. Hare, of New Hampshire, ap- 


peared in his seat to-day. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [ask leave to present the 
petition of Elias H. Chambers, praying to be in- 
demnified for the loss of certain Treasury notes 
destroyed by fire. There are many cases of this 
kind occurring, and | think it would be well to 

2?) 


approved | 





| move that it be referred to the select Committee on 


| cers of the Army, praying for au increase of their | 


| which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


| compensation of a surgeon and a passed assistant 


| Soseol ranche; 
| mittee on Public Lands. 
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! 
vt “r tne petition to the Commits e on the Judi- 1 
ciary, that they may inquire into the propriety of | 
making some general law on this subject. I there- | 
fore move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
The motion wa 
Mr. RAMSEY. 
ex-General Wi 


that an act pas 


agreed to. | 

I present the memorial of | 
lis A. Gorman, who 
atthe last session giving R. 
G. Murphy $800, was accompanied by a re anid | 
able and unusual averment, that “that account”? | 
was **¢harged to, and paid by him, as agent for 
the Sioux Indians upon false vouchers transmit- 
ted to the Indian Bureau by Willis A. Gorman, 
late superintendent of Indian affairs for the north- 
western superintendency.”? He says this does 
him gross injustice, and that he has long been 
ready and able to make the matter clear, and he 
asks that he may be relieved from this imputation. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, from which the bill emanated. 

The motion was agreed lo. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


in the following terms: 


represents 


sed 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: | 


: i} 
We, the undersigned, your petitioners, pray you to enact 


a law to secure arepublican form of government and abol- 
ish and forever prohibit slavery in the United States. 
This is signed by Henry Ward Beecher, of No. 
82 Columbia street, Brooklyn, New York, and 
some three thousand citizens of New York, I 
Slavery and Freedmen. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON presente d two pe titions of offi- 
pay and allowances; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
Mr. GRIMES presented a petition of citizens 
of Llenry county, lowa,and a petition of citizens 


the reciprocity treaty with Great Britain as a mat- 
ter of jusiice to the agricultural interests of the 
Northwest; which were referred to the Committee | 
on Foreign Relations. | 

lie also presented a petition of acting assist- 
ant paymasters of the Navy praying to be allowed | 
the rank and pay of lieutenants in the Navy; | 


Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Sur- | 
geon Benjamin Vreeland, United States Navy, 
praying to be allowed the difference between the 


surgeon from the date when he was entitled to his 
examination by law to the date of his passing the 
examination; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Cook county, tllinois, praying for the 
passage of a uniform bankrupt law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judici lary. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a petition of citi- | 
zens of California praying for the passage of | 
House bill No. 560, to amend the * Act to grant | 
the right of preémption to certain settlers on the, 
*? which was referred to the Com- 


Mr. HARLAN presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizens of Colorado Territory, urging | 
the adoption of legislauon by which the title to 


mineral lands may be confirmed to the occupants; || 
|| which were referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. 


He also presented a memorial of the presby- | 


tery of Cincinnati, praying that the Constitution 
may be so amended as to recognize the existence 
of God; which was referred to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. 


Mr. HENDERSON presented a memorial of | 





the Western Associated Press, praying for a re- | 


peal of the duty on foreign printing paper; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairsand the Militia, to whom was referred 

the bill (H.R. No. 583) to amend the twenty-first 
section of an act entitled ** An act to define the 
pay and emolument of certain officers of the 
Army, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
18, 1862, re port d it without amendment. 


He s also, from the same committee, to whom ,, 


I present a petition which is || 


K. December 19, 


was recommitted the bill (8. 


| act of July 25. 














No. 108) to define 
the pay and emolumentof chaplains in the United 
States Army and volunteer forces, and for other 
purposes, asked to be discharged from its further 
cousideration, the subject having been acted on at 
the last session of Congress; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wag 
re committe ‘d the joint resolution (S. No. 20) ex. 
tending the benefits of the bounty granted by the 
1861, to certain soldiers who en- 
tered the service of the United States prior to 
May 3, 1861, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
wes recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 261) to pro- 
vide for the voluntary enlistment of any persons, 
residents of certain States, into the regiments of 
other States, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. No. 231) concerning 
the subsistence and pay of the Army, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. FOOT. I ask to be excused from service 
upon the Committee on the Judiciary. Being 


| placed on four of the standing committees of the 
| body, I find itimpracticable to yattend the meetings 


and the duties assigned to these several committees, 

and | therefore ask to be excused from that one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 

from Vermont moves that he be excused from fur- 

ther serv ice upon the Committee on the Judiciary. 
he motion was agreed to, 


Mr. FOOT. I move that the vacancy be filled 
by the Chair. 

‘The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HALE. [notice in the proceedings of the 
Senate, that during my absence the Senate have 


| done me the honor to place me in the position of 


chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. | must throw myself upon the indul- 
gence of the Senate to excuse me from that ser- 
vice. In making this request, | do not ask to be 
discharged from serving on the committee; I am 
ready to render such service as I may to the 


| Senate and to the committee; but it is a commit- 


| tee of which I have never 


been a member, and 
{ huve known nothing of its business, and I see 
upon the committee several gentlemen who have 
been for some years members of the committee, 
perfectly acquainted with the character of the 
business and its routine, and vastly better able to 
discharge the responsible duties of chairman of 
the committee than Lam myself. I therefore hope 
the Senate will excuse me from serving as chair- 
manu of the committee. 

The request was granted, 

On motion of Mr. DIXON, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the 35th rule of the Senate 
as relates to the appointment of the chairman of com- 
mittees be suspended, as regards the appointment of the 
chairman of the committee on the District of Columbia, 


and that the said chairman be appointed by the President 
pro tempore of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the following billand joint 
resolutions of the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 222) authorizing the holding of 
a special session of the United States district court 
for the district of Indiana; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 83) tendering the 


| thanks of Congress to Captain John A. Wins- 


low, United States Navy, and to the officers and 
men under his command on board the United 
States steamer Kearsarge,in the conflict with the 
piratical craft the Alabama, i in compliance with 
the President’s recommendation to Congress of 


the Sth of December, 1864; and 


A joint resolution (8. No. 84) tendering the 
/ thanks of Congress to Lieutenant William B. 
Cushing, United States Navy, and to the officers 
and men who assisted him in his gailant and peril- 
ous achievement in destroying the rebel steamer 
Albemarle, in compliance with the President’s 
recommendation to Congress of the Sth of Decem- 
ber, 1864. 

The message further announced that the Hause 
of Represe ntutives had passed the following bills 
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1864, 


and joint resolution, in which it requested the con- 


currence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. No. 597) making appropriations 


for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 


the United States, for the year ending June 30, 
1866; 

A bill (H. R. No. 598) making appropriations 
far the consular and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the vear ending June 30, 1866; 

A bill (UL. R. No. 601) supplementary to an 
act entitied ** An aet to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States;’’ 


A bill (H. R. No. 603) to extend the time al- 


lowed for the withdrawal of certain goods therein 
named from public stores; and 

A jointresolution (H.R. No. 124) explanatory 
of the act entitled **An act to provide internal 


revenue to support the Government, to pay in- | 


terest on the public debt, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 30, 1864. 
ADJOURNMENT FOR THE HOLIDAYS. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, (the Senate coucurring,) That when _ this 
House adjourns on Thursday, the 22d of December, 1854, 
it adjourn to meet on Thursday, January 5; 1865. 

DEFENSE OF TILE NORTUERN FRONTIER. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No 
361) to enable the President to expend the sum 
of 910,000,000, orso much thereofas may be neces- 
sary, in his opinion, in building fortifications aud 
floating batteries to defend our northern frontier 
and the commerce of the takes against the at- 
tacks of piratical and hostile expeditions organ- 
ized in the British provinces by the enemies of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOOLITT LE. 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER. Should that go to the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 

Mr. HOWE. 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
tee of Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


It is not material to me. 
| suggest the Committee on 


It seems to me it should go 


1 move that the bill be | 


I am not onthe Commit- | 


tothe Committee on Military Affairs or the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Reiations. 1 think it had bet- 
ter go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
adopting the suggestion of the Senator *from 
Massachusetts, and letting it go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr.SUMNER. I will suggest to the Sena- 
tor that that question has already been submitted 


I have no objection to || 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and this | 


might therefore properly folloW what has already 
been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ence to the Committee on Military Aflairs will 
be better; but | hope the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] will report speedily upon 
the subject of the general defenses of the lakes, 


and also upon the question of the reciprocity 
treaty. 1 


I think, probably, a refer- || 


1 do not wish to discuss it now; but | 


there is a great deal of anxiety on the border, | 


which is increasing daily, and which will proba- 
bly lead to breaches of the peace and infractions 
of international law. I hope, therefore, the Sena- 
tor will act on the question of the reciprocity 
treaty and those other questions as speedily as 
possible, in order to allay the apprehensions that 
are felt on the border. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion to refer the bill to the Commitiee 
on Forcign Relations. 

Mr. HOWARD. I concur entirely with the 
Senator from Obio in the expression of the hope 
that the committee to whom this bill shall be re- 
ferred will make as early a report as practicable 
on the subject; fur, as has been justly observed 
by the Senator from Ohio, there is indeed and in 
truth a state of very great anxiety and concern 
along the whole frontier, and we are in daily and 
almost hourly danger of repetitions from Canada 
of those raids and outrages which have been so 
frequently committed upon our peaceful people 
on the borders, [think it is hieh time thatthere 
should be an expression of opinion and of feel- 


| 





| | observe that] was reported in one of the papers 


| propriated by it. 


immigrants coming to resid 


| this bill could very properly be referred. 
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ing on the part of the Congress of the United 
Suites, at least by way of remonstrance, against! 
those 
In order to keep peace along our border, we must 
show our power, The lion must show his teeth 
on this side of the border in order t » preserve the 
peace, and those men who have been har- 
boring these rebel vipers in their bosoms, thateven 


raids and outraresto which Lhave referred. 


teach 


Canada, with iis so-called neutrality, cannot be 
permitied to be a place of refuge for such charac- 
ters. I desire to say this on the present occasion, 
and when another occasion shali present itself | 
shall go more extendedly into a consideration of 
the subject. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam sorry to differ from the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations if he thinks this subject should go to 
that committee; but it seems to me itis not the 


| from that colony. 


5a 


rights and protect the honor of the United States, 
If these are seriously threatened at the present 
time, or if there is any well-grounded reason to 
suppose that they will be assailed hereafter, we 
should all be at onee 


desirous of placing the Uni- 
ted States in @ situation to maintain that protee- 
tion ¢ fli etually. 

Lam not at all surprised that the citizens who 
are upon the border of Canada should be some- 


| what alive to the manifestations of hostility which 


from time to time have been made or threatened 
I think, however, it may now 
be assumed as true that the colonial government 


|| itself is very far from justifying the acts of which 
| we have so much reason to complain, and I ean- 
| not doubt but that the home Government, when 
| they come to know exactly whatis the situation of 


the colony toward the United States, will be 


appropriate committee, This is a question which || equally desirous of doingall that their determina. 


concerns the defenses of the country. 
we have the reciprocity treaty before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations at the suggestion of 
the honorable chairman, and with great propriety. 


as suggesting that that subject should go to the 
Committee on Commerce. That suggestion did | 
notcome from me, 
mittee was the Committee on Foreign Relations, as 


it 
i] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| joining territory. 
I think the appropriate com- || firmly settled as any other question can be settled 
| by the law of nations. 


It is true || ion to observe a strict neutrality impuses asa 


duty upon them, 

If these raids are continued, I think there is no 
doubt that under the law of nations, if the par- 
ties cannot be arrested within the limits of the 
United States, they may be pursued into the ad- 
I believe that right is just as 


It was under the impres- 


the honorable chairman suggested. But, [repeat,a || Sion that the right existed that the excellent and 


matter concerning the defenses of the country does 


| 
not belong to us. IL see no reason why the sub- | 


ject of the defenses on the lakes should be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations any more || 


than the defenses on the Pacific coast or the At- 
lantic coast; and surely those do not belong to us. 
[ hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
concur in the motion to send this bill to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, the appropriate com- 
mittee certainly to consider the matter of the 
defenses of the country. As it regards the reci- 
procity treaty, that concerns our relations with 
a foreign country by negotiation, and properly 
belongs to us, but not so as itregards the defenses 
of the country. That is a totally different ques- 
tion, and one which should be investigated by 
another committee. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
in doubt as to which committee this bill should 
be referred. My first impression was that it had 
better go to the Committee on Finance, as it in- 
volves the expenditure of a large sum of money; 
but the truth is, thateither one of four committees 
could properly take jurisdiction of the subject- 


matter contained in this bill. The Committee 


on Finance could properly take jurisdiction of it, | 


for there isa large amount of money to be ap- 
So could the Committee on 
Military Affairs, for it concerns the erection of 
fortifications. 
Affairs, because it concerns the building of float- 
ing batteries. 


mittee on Foreign Relations could very properly 


have the subject referred to them, in the existing | 


state of the country and in the existing state of 
the business of the Senate. Other questions, grow- 
ing out of our relations to the British provinces of 
Canada, have been referred to that committee; 
and what has transpired on the frontier, and the 


late issuance of an order from the executive de- | 


partment of the Government forbidding any per- 
sons coming into the United States from the Brit- 
ish provinces without a passport, unless they are 
in the United States, 
have raised questions involving our relations with 
those provinces, and, as a matter of course, as 
they belong to Great Britain, with Great Britain 
herself. ‘T'o either of these committees, I think, 


| | first asked that it should be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance, | looked upon it mainly as an 
appropriation of money; but as the question of 
the reciprocity treaty is now pending before the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations, and as | happen 
| to be a member of that committee, and am not a 
| member of either of those other committees, per- 
| haps it would not be asking too much, on the 


whole, after what has been said, to ask that this 
bill be 
Jationsa. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


fans sure would be the case with the whole of the 


| Senate) would at all umes be willing to/clains the 


| 


| 


So, too, in my opinion, the Com- | 


When | 


referred to tne Committee on Foreign Re- | 


I suppose it 1s ina great 
| measure immaterial to whom the inquiry ts sub- | 
| mitted. Either ofthe committees suggested (which 


patriotic soldier, General Dix, issued the order 
authorizing his officers to pursue these raiders, if 


they should appear on this side of the border and 


they should prove unable to capture them on this 


|| side of the border, into the limits of Canada; but 
'| | see by the papers that the President of the Uni- 
' ted States, or the Secretary of State, better in- 


formed, | suppose, of the disposition of the Cana- 
| dian government, and better informed as to what 
in all probability will be the conductof the home 


||} Government, has directed General Dix to rescind 


that part of his order. 
The country was a good deal excited, and nat- 
| urally excited, by the release of those who made 
the piratical attack upon St. Albans. That judge 
| apparently—for itis not fair to assume that he 
| acted corruptly—acted honestly in the belief, 


I was myself somewhat || strange as the opinion may be, that he possessed 


| no jurisdiction over the matter, That that decis- 


ion was clearly erroneous | was satisfied at the 
time it was announced to us, and Lam now the 
better satisfied, because, as L see, the colonial 
eovernment and all the officers of the colonial 
sovernment hold that his decision was altogether 
erroneous, and they have directed writs to be is- 
sued for the rearrest of those parties. Whether 
| that arrest can be madeor notisdoubtful.  Inall 


|| probability they have made their escape and gone 
\| elsewhere. But Lcannot but believe that the whole 
So could the Committee on Naval 


| power of the colonial government, and with the 
| sanction of the mother Government, will be ex- 
| erted to arrest these raids in the future; but still 
it is proper, perhaps due to ourselves, especially 
in the peculiar position in which we are, that we 
should take every possible measure which may 
be calculated in our opinion to prevent their repe- 
| tition, or that failing, that will enable us to vindi- 
cate ourselves, either within our own limits or 
within the limits of the conterminous territory ; for 
it can never be tolerated by the United States—it 
nevershould be, and Lam sure never will be; cer- 
tainly not by the Senate of the United States— 
that these inroads should be made upon the limits 
of the United States, and those acts of piratical 
warfare, thieving, and murder be carried on with 
IMmpunilye 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the pirat- 
ical expeditions by land which may be organized 
and carried out, if things are permitted to go on as 
they have gone on, onthe Canadian frontier would 
be very disastrous, it is true, to the peace of our 
citizens and dangerous to their lives and their 
property; but those little land expeditions that 
might be organized in Canuda along our frontier 
would be as nothing compared to what might be 
| organized should they be able in the Georgian bay 
or some of the remote bays around Lake Huron 
to catch hold of a vessel and put on board of it 
cannon and all theenginery of war to destroy our 
cities and towns bordert g upon the pre at lakes. 
One single vessel seized by those pirates upon the 
lakes could lay the whole city of Chicago in ashes; 
and the same is truc of the city where | live 


and the « ity of Milwaukee, vor there is no way tn 


which we could prevent their passage through the 
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straits of Mackinaw, which are two or three miles 
broad, in deep water, running out into Lake Hu- 
ron. It is therefore necessary for our safety that 
we should put it in the power of the Executive to 
build the floating batteries which may be 
sary to defend the str i tr of Mackinaw and def 


necese- 


the commerce of Lake M ran as well as the 
commerce of the other creat lakes. 
jut, Mr. President, 1 will not enter into a dis- 


cussion now. Lhope for one that the Canadian 
government and the Canadian authorities are in 
earnest in their determination to prevent in the 
future any further hostile or piratical excursions 
from those provinces into the United States; but 
if they do not prevent them we all know whatthe 
consequence is—itis war. God grant that war 
may be averted! | hope and trust it may be,and 
willlabor and do all in my power consistent with 
the honor of the country to prevent it and to save 
the peace of this Government and to save civil- 
ization and the world from the great shock which 
must follow a war between the United States 
Great Britain; butif the terrible nece ssity, through 
their negligence or smothered hostility or fromany 
other cause, must come, let it We willend 
the question whenever it does come by perfect free 
trade between Canada and the United States, and 
by putting an end to the jurisdiction of Great 
Britain in any of these provinces in North Amer- 
ica. But, sir, I desire no war; far from it. I 
would do all that can be rv asouably done to pre- 
vent it,and I believe ic can be prevented; but the 
wise mode in which to prevent ourselves from 
being involved is to be pr 
gencies. 

I hope, sir, that the bill will be 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. SUMNER. 
ate is simply on the reference of this bill. 
quesuon of the order of business. 


and 


pared for any contin- | 
referred to the 


The question before the Sen- | 
Itisa | 


Now, looking at its character, it is plain that | 


it concerns primarily and essentially our foreign 
relations. It is this circumstance that gives to 
ita peculiar interest, If it merely concerned an 
additional levy of troops, or the building of new 
forts, or a change in our commercial policy, there 
would have been no question with regard to its 
reference, nor would the Senator from Wisconsin 
have accompanied it by any remarks calling atten- 
tion to the outrage at St. Albans. I assume, 
then, that it concerns our foreign relations, and, 
therefore, according to the usages of the Senate, 
should be referred to the committee having that 
subject in charge. 

This is all that I have to say on the question 
of reference; but the Senate will pardon me if I 
glance for one moment at the outrage 
the Senator referred. Only a few weeks ago the 
village of St. Albans, in Vermont, was disturbed 
by a band of murderers, hi 
breakers, horse-thiev: 
from Canada. After 
and obtaining a certain amount of spoils, att 
by the murder ofa citizen, they sace 
ing their way back to Canada, wher 
themselves to be ageut 
Such are the mai tac 
does any one suppose 
rebel government were moved to their criminal 
enterprise merely by considerations of plunder— 
that they risked life and everything merely to rob 
abank? Nosuch thing. 
higher and more far-reaching. In one word, it 
was to embroil the Government of the United 
States with the Government of Great Britain. I 
cannot doubt that this was their object. To my 
mind itis as plain as noonday. : 3 

These agents, or rather the men behind who 
set them on, knew the sgensitiveness of our people, 
and how naturally they would be aroused against 
the foreign country in which the enterprise had 
us origin. ‘They saw that excitement, passion, 
anger on our part were inevitable; that out of 
these some complication or collision might en- 
sue; that any such complication or collision must 
necessarily help the rebellion more than a victory 
on the field of battle. All this they saw, and 
acted accordingly. The whole proceeding was a 
trap in which lo catch the Government of our coun- 
try. It was hoped that in this way the rebellion 
would gain that powerful British intervention 
which would help restore its failing fortunes. 

For myself, sir, 1 am determined not to be 
caught in any such trap. There are many things 


riwaymen, house- 


3, 2nd bank-robbers coming 


breaking open the bant 
nded 
' ' 
Cu tn inan- 
that y declared 
sottnuer bel government. 
T ' 
Now, Mr. President, 


+} 7 : er 
that these agents of the 


to which | 


Their object was much | 


which Great Britain has done since the outbreak 
of our rebellion which to my mind are most un- 
friendly; but Lam unwilling thatanything should 
on our side to furnish any seeming apol- 


ogy for that foreign intervention which has been 


\ i 
be cone 


so constantly menaced,and which was foreshad- || 


owed in the most hasty and utterly unjustifiable 
concession of ocean belligerency to rebel slave- 
mongers who had but asingle port or prize-court. 


Nobody sees the wrongs we have suffered more | 


clearly than I do; but 1 see other wrongs also. 
While never ceasing to claim all our just rights, 
and reminding this Power always of duties which 
it has plainly neglected, | cannot forget that we 
are engaged at this moment in a war for the 
suppression ofa long-continued and most virulent 
rebellion, which has thus far tasked our best en- 
‘To this work let us now dedicate our- 
selves, without arousing another enemy, through 
whose alliance the rebellion may be encouraged 
and strengthened. 


ergics. 


lion. Do this, and we shall do everything. 
Meanwhile | trust that the Senate will not be 
moved by passion into any hasty action on any of 
the measures now before it, but that each will be 
considered carefully and calmly on its merits, 
according to the usage of thisbody. This surely 


is the dictate of prudence, and I cannot doubt that | 


itis the dictate of patriotism also. 

Washington in his farewell address warns 
against ** the insidious wiles of foreigninfluence;”’ 
but the **insidious wiles”’ of our rebels, seeking 
to embroil us with foreign Powers, areas deadly 
as any influence now brought againstus. Fore- 
warned isforearmed. Letus be steadfast against 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senatgr from Massa- 


chusetts alludes to only one of the treables we 


have had on the border, and that the least signif- | 


icant. He alludes to the march of certain ma- 
rauders into Vermont, and. the capture of banks 
and the destruction of property there. He prob- 
ably has forgotten for the moment a much more 
serious affair that took place almost within my 
own sight. I happened to be at Toledo at the 
time of the capture of the Philo Parsons and the 
bay City. Senators willremember that au armed 


band entered on one of our vessels engaged in a | 


peaceful commerce between the city of Detroit and 


the city of Sandusky, their arms concealed, partly 


en their bodies and partly in boxes, and when 
they had got upon the vessel, and the vessel in its 
usual course had gone into American waters, the 
arms suddenly appeared, the vessel was seized, 
was manned, and became at once a vessel of war 
under the confederate flag. ‘Thus, in the course 


of a few hours, the confederate flag floated almost | 


within sight of three respectable cities of the State 
of Ohio. 

Another vessel, the Bay City, also engaged in 
peaceful commerce, was seized on the same day; 
und these two vessels lay off the harbor of San- 
dusky, within ten miles of where three thousand 

rebel officers were held as prisoners of war. They 
were only guarded by the solitary vessel of war 
of the United States upon the lakes, the steamer 
Michigan; and it was a part of the plan of the 
raiders, marauders, or confederates to seize the 
steamer Michigan. They had made their arrange- 
ments with persons in the city of Sandusky and 
scattered along the lakes to seize that, the only 
vessel of war on the lakes. If they had accom- 
plished their object they might have laid under 
tribute Detroit, ‘loledo, Sandusky, and Cleveland 
in twenty-four hours; they might have destroyed 
| a commerce equal at this moment to our entire 
commerce on the ocean. 
I desire the Senator when he considers this sub- 
ject to remember another fact, that when, for some 
| reason not yet disclosed, this plot failed, and these 
marauders went back into Canada from whence 
they came, the authorities there shielded them and 
discharged them from even an ordinary arrest, 
and they go this day equipped in Canada, and 
will be received almost any where in Canada with 
plaudits, while our citizens are watched with jeal- 
ousy and suspicion. 
Is it to be wondered at that the people of the 


|| border, when these things have occurred in their 


|| midst, should feel anxiety and care? 


Why, sir, 
| if this plot had succeeded, property to an untold 
-amount would have been destroyed; they might 
| have seized vessel upon vessel. Hundreds of ves- 
| sels were floating between Buffalo and Detroit at 


Let us put down the rebel- || 
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that very time; and if they had succeeded in their 
plot so far as to capture the steamer Michigan 
they might have seized fifty or one hundred yes. 


|| sels upon the lakes, and we should have been 
| entirely powerless. There is not an armed vegsp| 








on Lake Erie except this steamer Michigan; 
there is not a gun or a fort or any means of de. 
fense along that whole border; and when our 
Canadian neighbors will thus harbor pirates and 
desperadoes who seize our vessels In peaceful 
commerce, trading at their own ports, is it to be 
wondered at that we on the border should feel the 
deepest ingerest in this question? 

For ten years our citizens have believed that 
they have been robbed by what is called the * re- 
ciprocity treaty.’’? They know that lands in Can- 
ada have more than doubled in value under the 
operation of the reciprocity treaty. They know 
that under the peculiar provisions of that treaty 
the bargain isall on one side. But, as long as we 
were at peace, we did notcare for that. The reci- 
procity treaty tended to develop our neighbor, 


|| tended to buung large colonies into Canada; we 
| had no objection to it. 


Ll myself never moved in 
the matter,although I saw that the effect of that 
reciprocity treaty was allon one side. But when 
we find that these people who have been fed by 
our commerce, who have made money by our 
trade, will protect these pirates floating upon 
our common boundaries, then a different feeling 
springs up,and the people along the border will 
maintain and defend themselves. 

I must express my sincere regret that the order 


_ of General Dix, which was in the very language 


of Mr. Phillimore, one of the best writers on in- 
ternational law, and an English writer, should 
have been revoked. I believe that the spirit of 
the order of General Dix is the only way in which 
we can meet these marauders; and now itis rather 
the fear of war—l will not say the fear of war, 
because no proud nation is influenced by that, but 
it is the fear of the consequences of war and the 
consequences of pressing this policy in Canada 
any further than will probably induce the Cana- 
dian authorities to respect our rights as a nation, 
and probably to punish and prevent like instances 
in the future. *But until they show some such 
spirit, I] think that our Government ought to as- 
sume and exercise all the rights which, under the 
laws of nations, we have, to pursue pirates and 
robbers into any country that harbors them, 
whether it may be the kingdom of Great Britain 
or any other country. 

I desire also to call the attention of the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to a very significant article here before me, 
which probably he read two or three years ago, 
but which may have escaped his recollection. 
When there was some fear that we should be in- 
volved in difficulty with Great Britain on account 


|| of the Trent affair, the honorable Senator will 








remember that an article appeared in the London 
Times of the date of January 7, 1862, which was 
semi-oflicial in its character, showing the advant- 
ages that Great Britain would have over us in the 
event of a collision, and among the rest referred 
to the treaty and arrangement that are now about 
to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. By the treaty of 1815, it was agreed that 
the two Powers, Great Britain and the United 
States, should dismantle their fleets upon the lakes 
and their forts, and subsequently, by an arrange- 
ment made in 1817, not in the form of a treaty, and 
which was never ratified by the Senate, so far as | 


can find, astipulation was made as to the amount 
|| of force which should be kept upon the lakes. 


Under that arrangement we have gone on, we 
have no vessels of war onthe lakes; buton the other 


| hand, while Great Britain has nominally kept this 


treaty intact, she has substantially enabled herself, 
by building canals around the falls, to throw upon 
the lakes within thirty days fifty ora hundred men- 
of-war; and in this significant article | have before 


| me, it is alluded to that Great Britain can, in case 


ofaconflict with the United States, throw her gun- 
boats from the river Thames right on to the upper 
lakes, and in thirty days make a more complete 
blockade ofall our ports on the lakes than even now 
we maintain on the southern coast, and destroy 
our cities. This article is very significant. It 
speaks of the poWer of Canada to build rapidly 
vessels of war on the lakes, and also of our power 
to build rapidly vessels on the lakes, but very 
properly says that we have no means of throwing 
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vessels from the sea into the lakes, We cannot 
do that, but the y can 

With this threat, m: ade at a time whe n we were 
in danger of war, staring us in the face, | ask 
whether it is not the part of prudence and of cau- 
tion, even dealing with a friendly nation, that we 
should place ourselves son equal terms. If Great 
Britain can throw vessels upon the upper lakes 
in derogation of a treaty which was made to pre- | 
vent this force of mutual invasion and recrimina- | 
tion, | say we ought to prepare ourse ves for the | 
like security; and there is no other pre paration 
that | know of except to give the President full 
authority and means to place suddenly upon the 
lakes the necessary force. “ah 

Ido not anticipate a war with Great Britain. | 
I would dread it. I think no man ought to say | 
any thine that would contribute to the ms 1ostile feel- | 
ing pean this country and Great Britain. 
When Great Britain and the United Stat s fight 
with each other » as they may in the course of the 
future, though | trust not, it will be a battle of | 
giants. We have shown by our power in this | 
war our ability to carry on war fearfully and 
with great physical strer igth 5 and when we come 
to fight England again, if in the course of Provi- | 
dence we ever do, it will not bea fight such as 


the war of 1812, or the war of the Revolution; 


but it will be a fight between the two greatest || ; 


physical Powers of the globe, with the single ex- 
ception, probably, of France. Such a war ought 
to be avoided, and no man in public life oughtto 
say anything that would excite feelings of hos- 
tility between these two great nations speaking 
the same language; but yet it is a mark of pru- 
dence, itisa mark of caution, to prepare ourse iene 

for this exigency; and therefore I think there is 
nothing that will go before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations which will be more important, or 
which ought to demand more careful considera- 
tion, than the question raised by the reference 
now moved by the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator please read 
the article to which he has alluded? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The article is a long one, | 
but for the purpose of recalling it to the memory | 
of Senators, I will read it. it is, as | have said, 
from the London ‘Times of January 7, 1862. 

“THe Nava. RE-ENFORCEMENTS FOR NoRTH AMERICA. 
—If praise is due tothe War Department tor their rapid 
and energetic action in sending out niilitary stores and re- | 
entorcements for Canada, the same tribute can unques- | 
tionably be claimed by the Admiralty for the rapidity which | 
they have shown in preparing for the impending struggle, 
strengthening our fleet on the North American station, and 
bringing forward the vessels that will be fit for service on 
the lakes of Canada. It is just five weekssince we laid be- 
fore our readers a jistof the naval force, underthe command 
of Admiral Milne, on the North American and West India 
stations. That list comprises five line-of-battle ships, ten 
first-class frigates, and seventeen powerfully armed cor- 
vettes and sloops, all steamers, and mounting in all eighty- 
fiveguns. ‘This fleet is,in fact, equal to the whole Federal 
Navy, whether steam orsailing. As we have said, only five | 
weeks have elapsed since that list was given, and already 





the preparations are far advanced toward reénforeing this |} 


fleet with two line-of-battle ships, twenty-three of the lar- 
gest, fastest, and heaviest screw trigates, and eight powerful 


corvettes, mounting among them oue thousand guns. Some 


of these vessels have sailed, and are already ou the station, || 


others are on their way out, others only await their sailing | 
orders to startata moment’s notice; some are in commission 
and will be ready and off in a very short time, and only one 
or two, such as the Black Prince, though rapidly fitting, are 
not sufficiently forward to be commissioned yet. 

* Of the squadron of frigates, each vessel has been ecare- | 
fully chosen for its great sailing speed, high steam- power, 
and heavy armament, aud never yet has such a fleet of | 
picked cruisers been sent against any enemy. Among 
them are the Shannon, 51 guns; Leander, 51; the Eury- 
alus,51; Sutlej, 51; Orlando, 51; Severn, 51; Phabe, 51; 
Warrior, 40; Black Prince, 40; Galatea, 26, (sister to the 





formidable Ariadne ;) Defiance, 22; Detense, (iron,) 225 
Resistanee, (iron,) 22; Satellite, 21; Orphe us, 21; Bar- | 


rosa, 21; Pylades, 21; Rattlesnake, 21; 3 Chanticleer, 17; 
Greyhound, vs Ze bra, 17; and Ma: sic ienne, 16. 
line-of-battle ships are the Hero, 91 guns, and the Mee- 
anee, 81. The sloops, very heavily arined, are 9 Styx, 7 
guns; Stromboli, 7; Devastation, 7; Pet rel, s Rapid, 
ll; Rosario, 11; Pandora, 5; and Vigilant, 4. 
ships, like thos e already on the stations, are screws or 
paddies, so that by the beginning of February, Admiral 
Milne will have at his disposal sixty five sail—name “lV, 
seven line-of-battie ships, thirty-three frigates, and twe nty- 
five corvettes and sloops. Of the seven line-of-battle shi 8, 

four—the St. George, Conqueror, Donegal, and Hero—both 
steam and sailas fast as the best frigates in the service. 

With such a force a total and most effective blockade of 
all the Federal ports could be established in a single week ; 
for, unlike the coast line of the confederate States, whic n 
is protected by myriads of little islands, and countiess in- 
lets and channels leading to the great rivers beyond, all 


|} accommodati 
The two || 


1 Ciair leads direct betwe en Detroit, on the American side 
hy these | 
| 
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out. ‘Vith the Warrior at Sandy Hook, what could enter 
New York, or rather what effecwal resistance could Fort 
Hamilton and the batteries on Staten Island offer to a 
combined attack of the fuur iron frigates, in case the Gov 
ernment wished to force the passage, and dictate their own 


|| terms of peace by laying the fieet broadside on to the streets 


of New York and Hoboken? That the Warrior and Black 
Prince, Resistance and Defense, could engage and destroy 
these batteries without the smallest risk to themselves, the 
experiments against the Warrior target have proved con- 
| clusively. A single vessel at each port closes Boston and 


j} Portland, and two off Cape May would be ample for the 


Delaware river and the trade of Philadelphia. Admiral 
Milne, we believe, has already made very complete ar 
rangements as to the disposition of his squadron, so that, 
in the event of war, the Federal cruisers off the southern 


}} coast may be prompty and satisfactoril y accounte ul for. 


** ‘The worst part of the struggle, however, will Not be on 
the north Atiautie seaboard, buton the great lakes of Upper 
Canada and North America. Itwas said trulyin the last 
war that whoever was masterof these lakes would be the 
masterofall. The knowl lee of this may have led tothe 
clause in the treaty of 1815, by whieh both Powers agree d 
to build no war vessels outhe lakes in time of peace, and 


this clause again accounts forthe faet that the New Or 
leans, eighty-tour guns, commenced in 1814 in Sackett’s 
Harbor, on Lake Ontario, has remained unfinished to this 
day. Of course, from this vessel, lett unfinished nearly 
flity years ago, (though it is tothis hour reckoned in the 


Federal Navy Listas an effective line-of bawe ship,) we 
have nothing to fear. [t is, however, most important to 
remember that the Federals have a navy-yard on Lake 
Ontario, and that, to avert the ravages of war from Upper 
Canada, we must be careful to maintain as absolute a su- 
premacy on Lakes Erie and Ontario as we shall do on the 
American coast, from the Bay of Fundy to the Chesapeake. 
his, as concerns our success in the struggle, is a point of 
Vital interest, and we are glad, therefore, to be able to tell 
our readers that this danger has been foreseen and amply 
| provided against, and that within a week afler the break 

ing up of the ice in the rivers and eanals a whole fleet of 
gunboats, with the most powerful of the screw corvettes 
sent outto Admiral Milne, will carry the protection of the 
English flag trom ae al to Detroit. 

* Between Lak 
the St. Lawrence is rendered difficult and somewhat dan- 
gerous to vessels coming down the stream by the rapids of 
Long Sault, the Cedars, Cascades, and Lachine, places 
where there are sudden rapids formed by a series of decliv- 
ities in the bed of the river, and where the waters rush 
down, sometimes for a distance of one or two miles, with 
a velocity of from twenty‘to nearly twenty-five miles an 
| hour. Until within the lastfew years these rapids were con- 
sidered too dangerous tor any vessel to attempt to descend 

wm, and, of course, getting up them again is impossible. 
lo overcome the obstacles which these currents offered to 
| Water communication by the great higitway of the St. Law- 
| renee to the lakes above, the Canadian government, with 
| British assistance, have formed a series of canals with in- 
numerable lock-gates above Montreal, by which the rapids 
are avoided, and easy communication obtained with Lakes 
Ontario, Erie, and Michigan. ‘The first canalis about two 
| miles long, through the southern extremity of the island of 
| Montreal, and this avoids the rapids of Lachine, The next, 
| in order to avoid the Caseades and Cedars rapids, is much 
longer, and, unfortunately, it is made onthe rightor Ameri 














distance from tbe trontier itself. This extends from Beau 
harnais to Llungry bay, andi called the Beauharnais canal. 
Che next, the Cornwall canal, extends from Cornwall to 
Dickenson’s landing, to avoid the Long Sault. Beyond 
thisare short detached canals at Farrand’s Point, the Platte, 
froqnuois, and Galops rapids. 
clear through the Thousand Islands into Lake Ontario. 
The tall, wide, three-storied river steamers which ply be 
|} tween Ontario and Montreal go up these canals every day 3 
| and up these canals, too, the gunboats, sloops, and cor 
| vetles must pass to protect the shores and trade of Western 
} Canada. They may do so with ease, since all the locks in 
these canals are built to pass vessels one hundred and 
eighty-six feet long, forty-four and a haif feet beam, and 
nine feet draught. 

* On this important point we can speak with certainty, as 
we have an official engiueer’s plan, with the dimensions 
of the locks and canals, before us. Alloursmalier twenty 
} one-gun frigates, suc h us the Pylades, Rattlesnake, Bar 


| rosa, Satellite, &c., could, we think, with perfect case pas 





up these locks, if lig 


meuts, Which could, of course, be taken up with im 


htened of their heavy stor 





and trmia 


Oil 

timber rafts, or flat-bottomed country boats. Onee ou th 
| waters of Lake Ontario, all our di flicuities would be at an 
end, for at the western extremity of Lake Ontario is the 
} Welland canal, connecting Port Dalhousie, on Lake On 


tario, with Port Colborne, on Lake Erie. The | 
| this canal is about thirty-five miles, and it passes ¢ rely 
through British territory. ‘The lock-gates on this are capa 
| bie of passing vessels of one hundr and forty-two feet 
| long, twenty-six feet beam, andten feet draught, an am 
mn for the heavy-armedsix-gun screw di 
gunboat vessels like the Flying Fish, 
| armed eleven-gun sloops of the cla 
Petrel, and Rosario belong. 








patch 
oreven for theheavv- 
ss to which the Rapid, 
From Lake Erie the River St. 
and Chatham, on the Canadian side, into Lake Michigan. 
Across Lake St. Clair and down the St. Clair river two 
thirds of the corn and provision traffie between the States 
of the far West and the Atlantic seaboard is carried on, 
and one or two corvettes on Lake St. Clair would be suf- 
ficient to stop itall. The Grand Trunk railway has a line 
to the settlement of Sarnia, on Lake Huron, around the 
shores of which grows any quantity of the finest timber. 
If shipwrights were employe d to build a few gunboats at 
this place, (their machinery and armameuts could be for- 
warded | y rail,) they could steam at once, by a passage as 
wide as the straits of Dover, into Lake Michigan, and find 
not only the enormous traffic of this great lake, but even 








the gre at Federal harbors lave such narrow entrances that 
a single vessel} would be sufficient to stop all pass: age in or 


such towns as Chicago and Milwaukee, entirely at their 
mercy. It may be said, perhaps, that in case of war it is 


» Ontario and Montreal the navigation of || 


can bank of the river, and only some twelve or fifteen miles | 


Alter these the navigationis | 
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equally open to the Federalists te do all this as to ourselves, 
but this is not so. Undoubtedly, if we built gunboats on 
Lake Huron, the Federals could build others to check 
them on Lakes Michigan and Superior quite as fast. But 
it is equally certain that the y cannot possibly build steam 
frigates and corvettes on Lakes Erie and Ontario as fast as 
we can send them up through the canals we have men- 
tioned ready built, manned, and equippe d. There is, more- 
over, only one practicable means of communication be- 
tween Ontario and Erie, which is through the Welland 
canal we have spoken of, held by the British, As soon as 
the ice breaks, therefore, if the war goes on, We may eX- 
pect to find these lakes eovered with cruisers, and each 
Federal port on them as closely blockaded as Boston and 
New York. 

* It must not be supposed, however, thatthe Federals will 
quietly acquiesce in oursupremacy. Inthe time that would 
intervene between the declaration of war and the thawing 
oft the canals on the St. Lawrence, the Federals would be 
masters of the situation, and would be certain to fit outsome- 
thing like the mosquito fleet that swarmed over the West 
India station when the ‘sensation’ as to the slaver right 
ot search ran high, Such vessels, however ridiculous when 
opposed to steam frigates, would be very formidable when 
tllere Was nothing to resist them, and we cannot meet them 
in the lakes before next April. Kingston, with its Fort 
Henry and some still more formidable batteries, @ fleur 
dean, can take care of itself, and a couple of guns on the 
long spit of Jand which shuts in the splendid harbor of 
Hamilton would weil shield that fine town. But Whitby, 
Coburg, Belville, even Toronto itself, might be laid in 


| ashes by a couple of ferry-boats carrying long-range guns, 


if immediate steps are not taken to defend them with earth- 
works when it is first seen that war is inevitable. How- 
ever, as the Canadian government have direct telegraphic 
communication with Lord Lyons at Washington, we may 
trust they are not likely to be taken by surprise on this 
point. 

** But there are other means of carrying the war into the 
enemy’s territory besides by the Welland and St, Lawrence 


| canals. Lake Ontario can be reached from Montreal by 


the Ottawa and Rideaucanal. This is the longest in Can- 
ada or America, about one hundred and twenty miles in 
length, running from Ottawa to Kingston. ‘The locks on 
this accomodate vessels of one hundred feet length, nineteen 
feet beam, and five and a half feet draught, so that by this 
route our gunboats might gain Ontario and Erie, while the 
corvettes and short frigates came up by the St. Lawrence. 
At Sorel, also, about twenty miles below Montreal, isa 
river which leads through the St. Ours lock and threugh 
the Chambly canal direct on to the head of Lake Cham 
plain. The locks on this canal admit ships of one hundred 
and thirteen feet length, twenty-two and a half feet beam, 
and six and a half feet draught—so that by this roate also 


| any number of gunboats might be sent into Lake Cham- 


plain, on the waters of which there is not a single vesse! 
larger than a steam ferry, and on the shores of which are 
large, rich, and utterly unprotected towns, such as Burling 

ton, New Haven, &c. All these canals are British prop- 
erty, on British soil, and held by the Canadian government 
as the keys which give access to our ships to the most dis- 
tant provinces ofthe West. In our previous notice of the 
military reénforeements for Canada we omitted, in speak- 
ing of the high etlicioney of the military train, to mention 
the name of Colonel MeMurdo, to whom, as having heen 
intrusted with its organization from the commencement 
until very recently, so much praise is most justiy due.’ 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there are two 
additional topics which the Senator from Ohio 
has introduced into the discussion on which I 
wish to make a single remark, not by way of 
argument, noteven to express anv difference from 
that Senator. He has called attention to the re- 
cent order of General Dix, and has averred that 
it 1s supported by the eminent authority of Mr. 
Phillimore, the latest English writer on the law 
of nations. The words of Mr. Phillimore have 
been quoted in the Canadian press and also in 
some of the newspapers of our country. They 
do seem to sanction the order of General Dix. 
But perhaps the Senator from Ohio has not had 
lis attention called to another authority of our 
own country which is in a different sense. I 
refer to the recent work of General Halleck on 
the law of nations, which, take it all in all, is 
perhaps the best practical manual on that sub- 
jectextant. If Senators refer to that, they will 

e that this writer, after quoting the very words 
of Mr. Phillimore, takes exception tothem as too 
broad, and doubts whether any enterprise in pur- 
suance of that authority would be sustained by 
the law of nations. In short, he says that any- 
thing done in that sense would be an act of war. 

Now, ais I do not intend myself on this occa- 
sion to eXpress any opinion on that question. 
There is no occasion for it. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts have the goodness, if the 
book of General Halleck is at hand, to read the 
passage towhichhe refers? Itis certainly a very 
important principle that General Halleck an- 
nounces. 

Mr.SUMNER. The Senator knows very well 
that the debate has come up to-day accidentally; 
] have not the book of General Halleck here. [ 
dare say it is in the Congressional Library, and 

| | can have it within a reasonable time, and [ shall 
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have great ple asure in calling the attention of the 
Senator to the passage d section on this subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator from Mas- 
gachusetts pardon me tor asking if General LHal- 
Jeck eit any mutliherity ? 


for the opinion ? 


Mr. SUMNER. I think he does not; I think 
he goes into « criticiam of the English authority. 
Mr. JUiiINSON. He is clearly wrong. 


Mr. SUMNER. As I say,I do not wish now 
to be drawn into any opinion on the question; I 
mercly call attention to the difference of opinion 
among important , and | show that 
while the Englishman would seem to sustain Gen- 
eral Dix, the American authority does not sus- 
tain him; that is all. 

There is one other topic to which the Senator 
from Ohio referred, and that is the naval 
on the lakes. Jle is aware that the “ arrange- 
ment’? on that subject is anomalous, abnormal 
in its character; that it does not appear to have 
ever received the sanction of the Senate; that in 
the statute-book it is only printed in small type; 
it is a small type arrangement; that it does seem 
to have been proclaimed at the ume by the Pres- 
ident; but the origin, and history, and character 
of that arrangement are still subjects of doubt. 
It was on this account that only the other day 
I introduced a resolution into the Senate calling 
for all information on the files of the Department 
of State with reference to that anomalous paper, 
as it may be characterized. When that informa- 
tion is received, the Senate will then have the 
proper information to proceed, as they should, to 
annul it. IT have no doubt that they will act 
promptly AS soon as ever they are in a condition 
to act at all, 

Mr.GRIMES. There is one subject that has 
been introduced into this debate to which | de- 
sire to direct the special attention of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations when this question shall 
be referred to them, and that is as to the truth of 
the allegations set forth in the editorial of the 
London Times. In the language which has been 
quoted by the Senator from Ohio, the article says: 


authoritse 


forces 


** But itis equally certain that they[the United States] can- 
not possibly build steam frigates and corvettes on Lakes 
Erie and Ontario as fast as we can send them up through 
the canals we have mentioned, ready built, manned, and 
equipped.” 


Now, I assert that Great Britain has not got a | 


corvette, ora sloop, or any steam vessel of war 
that has the capacity to go through the canals 
into the upper lakes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from Iowa 
will allow me to read an extract from that same 
editorial he will find that it gives information on 
that very point. Itspeaksof the Welland canal 
connecting Lakes Erie and Ontario, which is the 
smallest of the canals, and says of it: 

* The length of this canal is about thirty-five miles, and 
it passes entirely through British territory. The lock-gates 
on this are capable of passing vessels of one hundred and 
forty-two feet long, twenty-six feet beam, and ten feet 
draught—an ample accommodation for the heavy-armed 
six-gun screw dispatch guubout vessels like the Flying 
Fish, or even for the heavy-armed eleven-gun sloops of 
the class to which the Rapid, Petrei, and Rosario belong.’ 


Thus the writer gives the size of the locks of 
the canal and designates the class of vessels that 
can pass through those locks, and quite a num- 
ber of vessels are named as those that could go 
through into the upper lakes. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then the writer goes on and 
speaks about the capacity of the British to send 
through frigatesand corvettes, Everybody knows 
that they cannot send those through; and every- 
body who is familiar with the British navy knows 
that the class of gunboats they built during the 
Crimean warand Which had capacity to go through 
these canals, have now been entirely broken up 
and destroyed. I remember having had my at- 
tention called to this matter when the project of 
building a ship canal from the Atlantic to the 
Mississippi was under consideration, and it was 
urged in the section of the country in which I re- 
side that it was necessary that we should expend 
millions of dollars to build a ship canal in order 
that we might have in thata counterpoise for the 
power which Great Britain had in her canals; and 
my attention having been thus directed to it, | 
satisied my own mind that Great Britain had not 
the power to molest us in this way. 


The true mode, Mr. President, to defend our- | 


selves on the northern frontier and on the lakes 
ts to have arsenals and armories there. On the 
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lakes we have ten tons of shipping where the 
British have one; we own nearly all the steam- 
boats that ply there, and we shall continue to 
own them so long as we maintain our present navi- 
gration | iwe, giving to our own people the power 
to transport the traffic of that country. All you 
want, whenever difficulties shall occur between us 
and Great Britain, isto havearmaments which you 
can immediately throw on board these vessels. 
Take possession of the mouth of the Welland 
canal, and what power will the British have? 
Where the necessity, therefore, of deciding in ad- 
vance that we must go and build fortifications at 
the mouth of every river, or near every harbor on 


|| the whole upper lakes? 
| Mr. President, the true way to settle this whole | 
thing is to repeal the reciprocity treaty. 


Great 
Britain is not going to ficht for Canada. Canada 
was an apple ripe and ready to drop into our 
hands when the reciprocity treaty was agreed to. 
It was consummated through the instrumentality 
of the men who are now in rebellion against this 
Government, with a little aid that was furnished 
to them by the people of the North. 


than twenty-four months the people of the Cana- 
das and of the British provinces generally to the 


north and northeast of us will be clamorous to | 


come back to us. I trust that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations will direct their attention spe- 
cially to that branch of the subject that is com- 
mitted tothem. 

Mr. SUMNER. Thecommittee meet to-mor- 
row expressly to consider that. 

Mr. GRIMES. I am glad to hear it, and I 
hope we shall have speedy action on that matter. 
Sir, the newspopers tell us that there is a panic 
in Canada. I have no doubt of it. It does not 
proceed from any fear that they have of war; it 
proceeds from the fear that they have of their 
pockets, The moment you repeal the reciprocity 
treaty, that moment the stock of every railroad 
inall Canada will become utterly worthless; every 
man of wealth and means there will become bank- 
rupt. It is caused by the fear they have of the 
repeal of that treaty which gives them the carry- 
ing trade of the produce from the West, and gives 
them the power to compete with us in the eastern 
markets, which is very much to our injury. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, before this prop- 
osition goes to any committee, | want to avail 
myself of the occasion to make two, possibly 
three remarks, if I do not forget the third. 

The first is that [am glad at last to see attention 
ealled, for some reason orby any means, to the 
defenseless condition of our northern lakes. It 
is said that there is a panic in Canada. I hope 


| there is no panic here to preventour considering 


the subject coolly and calmly, and with a tolera- 
ble share of wisdom. 
tion bill that ever I heard considered in the Sen- 


ate was under consideration here, in the winter | 


of 1862, [ then took occasion to call the attention 
of the Senate to the very condition of things 
which we hear spoken of to-day, and I then 
called the attention of the Senate to the very ar- 
ticle which the Senator from Ohio has read this 
morning. It seemed to be then the general opin- 
ion of the Senate and of the country that the 
Northwest was all oak, and could stand alone, 
and therefore no provision whatever was made for 
our protection or ourdefense. Itseems to be now 
admitted that a hostile fleet thrown in on those 


| lakes could operate disastrously on other portions 


of the country than the Northwest itself; and it 
is of national importance, it seems to be conceded 
this morning, that there should be some protec- 
tion to that section of thecountry. That is all I 
have to say upon that head. 

The next suggestion I want to make is by way 


of reminder to the Senate that for the last two 
/ years you have had almost the whole country 
| here knocking at the doors of the Legislature and 


begging you to make an appropriation (and I be- 
lieve they have never asked for more than one 
third of the appropriation which is contemplated 
by this bill) in order to provide an avenue through 


which you can throw gunboats from the Hudson 


river into the lakes as readily and as prompily as 
they can be thrown by way of the St. Lawrence 
canals. Those calls have not been heeded. My 
deliberate judgment is that that is the clieapest 
mode of defending the northern lakes and the 
countries adjacent thereto. When you have such 


Repeal the | 
reciprocity treaty and you will find that in less || 


When the first fortifica- | 
| WELL] knows it as well as I do. 


| Halifax consisted of fish. 
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an avenue open, you will not have to keen use. 
less fortifications or useless fleets there, 

The third remark I wish to make is that I do 
not believe with the Senator from Lowa [Mr, 
Grimes] that the repeal of the reciprocity treaty 
will afford ample protection either to the States 
adjacent to the great lakes or toany other portion 
of the country. If it is to be cogeeded that the 
repeal of the reciprocity treaty must be had, if 
that is a foregone conclusion, which I shall regret 
very much to knowas a single individual, ! trust 
no one will be persuaded either by the Senator 


| from lowa, or in any other way, to rest with the 


repeal of thattreaty. | think other measures wil] 
be just as necessary for our protection after that 
is repealed as before. The repeal of a treaty 
which it is said has proved beneficial to these 
provinces, our neighbors, Ido notthink will make 
them any more friendly to us. If [ believed that 
that treaty was more beneficial to them than to us 
I should say that of itself was a rood reason for 
the repeal of the treaty; but the repeal of the 
treaty 1s no reason why these other measures of 
defense should not be prosecuted, 

Mr. HALE. I rise, Mr. President, to say a 
word in regard to a matter which has incident- 
ally been brought in. 1 entirely agree with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] in regard 
to the reciprocity treaty, and I wish to make one 
or two suggestions to the Senate on that subject, 
I think that at the last session an attempt was 
made very perseveringly, and | may say obsti- 
nately, to repeal the fishing bounties. It was re- 
sisted in this body, and successfully resisted, on 
the ground that those bounties were necessary in 
order to encourage the fisheries as a school for 
seamen, Now, sir, the reciprocity treaty en- 
courages the fisheries of our northeastern States 
ten times what all your fishing bounties do, and 
I hope that the representatives in the Senate from 
those States will see what it is before they con- 
sent to its repeal. The very first article in the 
treaty, and one of the most important, is in these 
words: 

‘It is agreed by the high contracting parties that, in ad- 
dition to the liberties seeured to the United States fisher- 
men by the above-mentioned convention of October 20, 
1818, of taking, curing, and drying fish on certain coasts of 
the British North American colonies therein defined, the 
inhabitants of the United States shall have, in common 
with the subjects ofher Britannic Majesty, the liberty to take 
fish of every kind, except shell-fish, on the sea-coasts and 
shores, and in the bays, harbors, and creeks of Canada, New 
Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward’s Island, and ofthe 


| several islands thereunto adjacent, without being restricted 


to any distance from the shore, with perinission to land 
upon the coasts and shores of those colonies and the islands 
thereof, and also upon the Magdalen Islands, for the pur- 
pose of drying their nets and curing their fish.’? 


This is one of the most important privileges 
ever secured to the fishing interest of this country, 
and the Senator from Maine before me [Mr. Far- 
1 was recently 
in the office of the American consul at Halifax, 
and I think I speak within bounds when I say 
that of the American captains who called there 
for the purpose of exhibiting their manifests and 
making their entries, more than nineteen twen- 
tieths of all the commerce that was thus officially 
registered at the office of the American consul at 
It is a very important 
item, and it was an item that was placed first in 
consideration in the treaty. 

Again, sir, another provision should be borne 
in mind in view of the present high price of coal, 
which is an article of prime necessity for the peo- 
ple of this country, and especially for the poor 
people. Thatarticle, under this treaty, comes into 
the United States free of duty; and anybody who 
is acquainted with the necessity that humanity 
itself demands in the magger of fuel in the cities; 
and on the northeastern coast will be slow, I think, 
before consenting to repeal a treaty which has so 
beneficent a provision in it as that which allows 
coal to come in free of duty. This treaty gives 
us coal, and gives our fishermen a privilege which 
they never had before, and { should look uponit 
as one of the most unwise measures this nation 
could possibly adopt, if we were to repeal the 
reciprocity treaty for the purpose: of inflicting 
any injary upon the British colonies. The fact is 
we shall injure ourselves ten times more than we 


shall the inhabitants of those provinces by repeal- 


ing the reciprocity treaty. I hope that whatever 


_ else we may do, we shall not,in any fancied feel- 


ing of wrong that we have suffered at the hands 
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of those colonies, undertake to repeal so benefi- 


eont a measure for our lvesus Is the reeipre “ily 
t vy, Itmay in some cases, In some localities, 
and in regard to some Iiterests, have o; erated 
‘ vantage sly; Ldor t douvt that it has, be- 
‘ ‘ t stems to bethe judgmentof some gen- 
tlemen; Dulin a great nationel pointof view,and 
particul rly with reference tu that great pati nal 
cous leratio ly the nurture of sean iy the privi- 
lege that this-treaty gives to the fishermen of the 


United States of fishing within three miles of the 
British coasts and gol g upon British territory to 
cure their fish, is a privilege that I think Massa- 
chusetts and Maine wiil deliberate a very long 
time before they will consent to give up. 

Now, Mr. President, while | am up I want to 
say another word in regard to the matter of this 
bill. & de not care much to what committee it 
may be referred, but | do hope that the Senate 
will consider, and consider maturely, the condi- 
tion of things; and that because we are smarting 
under the unjust decision of a Bb 
ina matter in regard to which the publie mind 
has been exceedingly ¢ xeited, we will not, under 
a temporary irritation for this cause, enter upon 
a system of hi isty | gislalion, one that will | 
culate d to excite rather than to allay the animosi- 
ties of these contiguous peoples. 

Sir, I believe tu-day that the sentiment of the 
the British provinces ts for discharg- 


mane 
ity in regard to this country. 


riush 


macisirate 


e cal- 


authori ies 
ing their d ' L know 
that in some parts of the provinces the feeling 
among the people is different; and I can explain 
something of what makes itso. Go into Halifax, 
for instance, Which is the great depot for block 


the present time, where they loa 


ade runners at 


their vessels to go to Bermuda and Nassau, and 
then take the chance of running them into Wil- | 
mington. At Halifax they get their supplies of 

groceries, meat, and eve rything of thatsort. The 

consequence has been to raise the market price of 

those articles tn the British ports; and those who 

deal in them, and find the prices of them raised, 

necessarily have their sympathies and their feel- 

ings enlisted on the side that puts money in their 

pockets, more than on the other side. But that 

there is any settled feeling of hostility to this 

country among those who control the provincial 

governments, or control public sentiment there, 1 

do not believe. 

I regret as much as anybody the things that 
have occurred; I feel as indignant as anybody, 
and I have felt so for a long tme; but I think the 
time has gone by for usto get angry without rea- 
son. The time was when we could have cot mad 
with grace and dignity, and it was when the in- 
solent demand was made by Great Britain upon 
us, in an insolent manner, for the surrender of 
Mason and Slidell. Then we could have stood 
before heaven and earth, and we ought to have 
stood there. That was my opinion then, itis my 
opinion now. Great Britain demanded the sur- 
render of Mason and Slidell, and in the same 
breath in which she made the demand she sent 
her troops in a threatening aspect into her prov- 
inces here, ready to back up by force of arms the 
demand which she had made. My honorable 
friend from Massachusetis [Mr. SumNer] made 
on that occasion, as he always makes, a very able 
speech on that subject; and it was my liten- 
tion, in my poor way and with such feeble sug- | 
gestions as | could make, to suggest the fallacy 
and the infirmity of the argument which he sub- 
mitted to the Senate. But, sir, | did not want, | 
even by implication, todoanything which should 
add fuel to the flames that seemed to be threaten- 
ing a general conflagration. Let me tell the Sen- 
ator here now, however, though L have not read | 
his speech, | am sorry to say, since it was d+liv- 
ered, that Great Britain had been in the habit of 
doing the very same thing year after year and year | 
after year. She had met American vessels sail- | 
ing under the American flag, and claimed the right | 
to stop them and to take anybody that the cap- | 

| 
| 








tain of the British cruiser judged to be an English 

subject from under the protection of our flag and | 
transfer him to theirs. The Senator says “ that || 
is true,”’ that is what they had done. The in- | 
firmity of his argument was this, that when Great || 
aritain came to have that very same thing prac- || 
ticed on her, then she would not submit; then it || 
was another bull that had gored the ox, and she 

was prepared to examine the question, and if, and 

if, and if, and so on. Now, sir, what was it? |! 


The whole 


matter was that Great Brituin had 
practic: d upon one toterpretation of national law 
when her eruisers took her alleged su jects out 
of our vessels, and when our vessels und rtook 


to apply the same rule, to take men that owed 
allegiance to this country and were in rebellion 
against it ¢ of her ves els, she assumed another 

id a totally different policy, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts construed that as an aban- 


donment of the’ piratical doctrine that she had 
lived upon for so many years before. He will 
excuse me (for nobody has more respect for him 
than I have) when I say that that is an answer to 
his whole speech, beautiful as it was, though it 
may be pre sumptuous for me to Suppose that an 
off-hand utterance of mine can answer so elabo- 


We 


rate an argumentas that; butit isthere, sir. 
1 
to have 


ought to have resisted that, and we ought 
resisted it the more for the 


ening 


insolentand the threat- 

If we hed 
the sy mpa- 
because we 
** we will not submit to 
have a rule on way for you wd another way for 


us.’ 


manner in which it was made. 
food up then we should have had 
ie civilized world with us, 


=} rilal } t} ict 
SHOuUIaG NAve then saia 


1 


ul 


les of tl 


Mr. President, let no man say anything lightly 
that willhaveatendency to provoke a war between 
these two great countries; let 


\ A 
body af 


no man and ho 
y men do anythti 


j e lightly that shall have 
a tendenc y to disturb the re lations of peace be- 
tween this country and Great Britain. L should 
look t pon it as one of the rreatest calamities that 
could befall the civilized world. But, sir, we are 
now at war, we are in the desperate contingencies 
of national life erdeath, and | say that if national 
life cannot be preserved with national honor, then 
come national death; the loss of national honor | 
can never be retrieved. | say, therefore, we | 
should not hastily, even by any words of debate, 
say anything which shall have a tendency to ex- 
cite such a feeling and to provoke such a result, | 
Mr. President, l believe that by wise counsels, | 
and by prudent and by firm counsels, 
everything that the emergencics the time re- 
quire. I rejoice to notice in the papers which 
uve come to hand since the orderof General Dix 
was made, and before the order of the President 
sountermanding it, that the tone of the leading 


we can do 


ot 


presses In the provinces, In Canada especially, 
was one of justification of General Dix’s order, 
They did not feel that it was anginfringement 
upon the dignity or the power of Great Britain, 
| ‘ 


sut, so far as L have seen, and | have seen num- 
’ , 


bers of them, the tone of the press in the Canadas 
was almost universal in sustaining the position 
which General Dix had taken. The President 
thought differently, and [am content with that. 

But, sir, while we would do nothing rashly, 
and while | would counsel nothing rashly, | would 
counsel firmness; and | confess | recret (though 
upon the whole I agree with the general tenor 
of the letter) that our minister at Brazil, in the 
communication which he made touching the seiz- 
ure of the vessel Fiorida by our cruiser, admits 
30 boldly and so baldly as he does that we had 
submitted to wrong and insolence from 
Britain because we were not in a situation to re- 
sentit. It may possibly be true; butif it be true 
it should have been kept in the most 


l 
t 


(yreat 





, 
secret re- 
cesses of the patriotic heart, and never should 
have been uttered until we were in a situation to 
enforce that which we believed to be our right. 
Now, Mr. President, | have said thus much 
hbeeause | have totally disagreed with those who 
vould repeal this reciprocity treaty. | think it 
isa great measure of good, not only to the com- 
fort but to the military ability aud to the naval 
force of the country. Now, when everybody feels 
aggrieved, when everybody feels that we have 
been treated by the subordinates of the Canadian 
governmentas no independent nation should sub- 
mit to be treated, lL hope that in such an hour and 
such a time as this, while we take counsel of that 
patriotic indignation which burns in every Amer- 
ican breast at this great outrage, we will still take 
counsel of prudence as well as firmness. I be- 
lieve that this feeling of indignation at the treat- 
ment we have received from Canada, although 
unofficial, is not confined to this country; | believe 
it is the universal expression of the public mind 
of the best classes and of the leading classes in 
the Canadas; and | hope, to say the least, that | 
this Government, or the Senate, or any official of | 


this Government, will not commit itself to any || 


| Congress. 
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action until we have heard from the imperial Gov- 
ernment and seen what they say on the other side 
of the water in reeard to the wrongs that have 
been inflicted upon us. Get us not do what our 
minister at Brazil complains that Great Britain 
lid. He complains tt icwhen the rebellion broke 

fore our minister had been received, before 
there had been an opportunity to say a word from 
this Government in regard to the state of things, 
in hot haste, as soon as the warcommenced, Great 
Britain acknowledged the rebels as belligerents. 
Well, sir, it was a great wrong, it was a great out- 
rave; but letus not do what amounts to the same 
thing ina similar case. Let us not put ourselves 
in any position thatcan be construed as offensive 
to Great Britain, until we know how Great Brit- 
ain herself looks upon the transaction of which 
we complain, 

Mr. FARWELL. I did not propose to take 
any part in this discussion; but as the Senator 
from New Hampshire has called upon me, I will 
state for the information of that Senator and of 
the Senate that my impression is that the fisher- 
men of New Englund would be very well con- 
tent to have the reciprocity treaty repeal d. Tobe 
sure, the reciprocity treaty gives them some priv- 
ileges which were denied them under former treat- 
ies; for instance, the privilege of fishing within 
three miles of the coast of the provinces; but, 
upon the other hand, the duty on salt which our 
fishermen have to pay is at this time very heavy. 
Salt costs on board fishing vessels this year one 
dollar a bushel. ‘Then they are obliged to go on 
the coast of the provinces to get their fares of 
fish, with considerable loss of time and expense. 
‘I'he provincial fishermen put their salt on board 
at about one third the cost of ours; they go out 
from their own harbors right upon the coast and 
eatch their fares of fish; they bring them duty 
free into our market to compete with our fisher- 
men. Therefore | think that our fishermen would 
be the last men to complain of the repeal of the 
reciprocity treaty. 

| was content with the reference of this ques- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
| wish to say here that I have great admiration 
for the manner in which the foreign relations of 
this country have been managed, both by the 
executive department and by the two Houses of 
If by any forbearance short of the loss 
of national honor we ean prevent at this time any 
collision or any complication of our affairs with 
foreign countries, it is not good policy to bring 
about any such collision or complication, 

This discussion has taken a wide range, and I 
propose how to allude to one or two things which 
have occurred here without any remark from me. 
A resolution of inquiry was presented last week 
in regard to making alist of vessels destroyed by 
the pirates which have been fitted out from Eng- 
ingupon England to pay us for those 
people of my State are very much 
interested in that subject. We have had a good 
many vessels destroyed by these pirates, and | 
hope the time will eome when England will pay 
every dollar of the value of our vessels destroyed, 
but L would not advise the making of a claim di- 
rectly on England for the payment of those ves- 
els at the present time. Ifthe Government should 
collect the money, to whom would itbe paid? ‘To 
whom does it belong? As a general thing the 

at have been destroyed were insured. 
The insurance companies have paid for them. 

The insurance companies have collected the 
money in the shape of war premiums from the 
vhole commerce of thecountry. Itis, therefore, 


! : 1 as! 
a id, ana en 


vessels. ‘The 


} 
vessels th 


a loss to the commerce of the country, and notto 


the men who have individually lost the vessels or 
to the insurance companies which have paid for 
them; but there may be cases of individual hard- 
ship, where Congress may think proper to grant 
relief. [ hope to see this money collected in an- 
other way. Ihave noticed a movement in the 
other House for the repeal of that clause of the 
Constitution which prohibits the laying of an 
export duty, and [| hope the prohibition may be 
repealed. More than forty years ago cotton was 
proclaimed kingin this country, and it was king; 
but now, like another king that we read of, it is 
driven out to eat grass for a season. But, sir, it 
will be king again, it will be crowne d aguin as 
king,and this country is to rule the king that will 
rule the world; and, sir, when this vast southern 
country shall be opened, and when free labor shall 
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go down and oceupy it, when cotton can be pro- 
duced for eight or nine cents a poun id, and laid 
down in our harbors ready for expr rt, then it will 


be for the interest of the men who raise the cot- 
ton, and the interestof thi whol country, to put 
an ¢ Xport duty of at | tfive cents a pound upon 

cotton. Then, sir, instead of england controlling 


the market for cotton by taking the great bulk of 
the crop, the manufacturing interest both North 
and Sout h willspring up, and atleast halfthe crop 
will be manufactured at home , and the price will 
not be exclusively in the control of British mer- 
chants and British manufacturers, where with 
cheap money they hoard up their millions of bales 
and hold them in order to govern the price, 
J trust that all our vessels 
stroyed will be paid 
amount of the interes 
duty upon cotton, 
But, sir, if there shall be war between England 
and this country, it will be a war upon the ocean, 
and | wish here to word to Senators upon 


dir, 
3 which have been de- 
for, together with a large 
t of our debt, by an export 


Say one 


this topic. The legislation of the last two years 
has beenextremely cruel toourcommerce. Hemp, 
Iron, copper, everything that goes into the con- 
struction of ships is highly taxed, and then there 
is a Special tax laid upon the construction, a ton- 
nage duty laid every time a vessel comes into 
port; and further, Congress has required every 


man who owns aship which has been once 
ured and registered by the Government to go on 


ata large expense and have her remeasured for 


' 15 
Hits 


the pleasuse of the Government, or for their ac- 
commodation, or forsome other purpose, unasked 
for by the commercial men of the country. The 


result has been, with the war premiums which we 
are obliged to pay not only on the hull but practi- 
cally upon every cargo carried, for no merchant 
will ship his goods inan American bottom unl 


he gets the freight enough cheape r to cover the 
extra war premium on. the Snape result 
practically is that we are unfitti: urselves fora 


war with Eneland; we are driving commerce from 
the country; our shipping is being sold every day 
to foreigners, and whatis not being sold is being 
denationalized by a transfer to a foreigner anda 


foreign flag hoisted over it. 
Senators wills 8 by looking at the report of th 
Secret ary of the Ni ivy that we have now fifty ane 


thousand sailors in our Navy, aud I think there 
ean be but very few more than that now eneaged 
in the commercial marire of the country. Nearly 
half of all the sailors are taken from the comme r- 
cial marine and transferred tothe Navy. ‘Then, 
besides all the other in tie way of the 


commercial marine of the country, ts 





obstacles 


the great 


advance In wages caused the ted 1 bounties 
and the large inducements otf red for men to go 
intothe Navy. L[trustthat the committee whoare 


to have t} ussubj ctunder coi ill as far 
as possible « ai avor to re ree of 
the country from all charges which are not paid 
by foreigners with whom we have to compete. I 
would, however, assure our friends at the West 
that they need not be alarmed in the eventofa rup- 


sideration W 


lieve the commun 


ture with England. At the first speck of war, 
with oursuperior land force to any she ean puton 
foot on this continent, we should take possession 


of the ingress to the lakes, and with our commer- 
cial marine, our steamers so easily converted into 
war vessels, we should have entire control of the 
lake 8. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Michigan 
{Mr. Howarp] asked me to read to the Senate 
the important words of General Halleck to which 
I referred debate. [| told him that lL had not 
the book then with me. Since then I have sent 
to the Congressional Library, and I now have it 
before me. I do not wish to trespass upon the 
time of the Senate, but perhs aps it would not be 
uninteresting to Seuators to hear the precise state- 
ment of this learned authority on the 
which is now one of practical interestto the whole 
country. Ge ners al Flalleck begins on page 94 by 

Mv. Phillimore, the ‘En elish 


eee 


citing the words of 
authority, as follows: 

* A rebellion, or a civil commotion, it may happen, agi 
vates a nation; while the authorities are engaged in re 
pressing it, bands of rebels pass the shelter them 


' tie 
irontier, 


selves under the protection of the conterminous State, 
ind trom thenee, with restored strength and tresh appll- 
wnhees, renew their invasions upon the State from which 


they have ¢ ceaped. 
remonstranes, 
ness OF the 
cony 


"The invaded State remonstrates. The 
whether from favor to the r 
Executive, is unheeded, or, 
Nniued of remains unredressed. 


bels, or feeble 
at least, the evil 
In this state of things 


the invaded State is warranted by international law in cross- 
ing the frontier, andin taking the necessary means for her 
safety, whether these be the capture or dispersion of the 
rebels, or the destruction of their stronghold, as the exi- 
gencies of the case may fairly require.”? 

These are the words of the English authority, 
already referred to by the Senator from Ohio, 
quoted by General Hi: ulleck. He then procee ds: 


‘This is certainly a very extraordinary pretension; let 
us examine the reasons by which it has been attempted to 
sustain this right of e my le erviborts ul jurisdiction. (Philli- 


1) 


more, On Int. Law, vol. 213; Phillimore, letter to Lord 
Ashburton, p. 27, et seq. ) 
“Mr. Phillimore has himself pointed out what he con- | 


ceives to be the principle of international law, from which 
he derives this pretended right of one State to transgress 
the borders of its neighbor’s territory in time of peace, not 
as an uct of hostility, but as a kind of pacitico-belligerent 
right of territorial a 

State whose 
spect to the partic ular powers and places attacked or de- 
stroyed.”? 


Ile then proceeds to quote some other words 


from Mr. Phillimore, and goes on as follows: 
‘The defeet of Mr. Phillimore’s argument consists in 
the assumption of a false principle for its basis, and his 


erroneous premises necessarily lead him to an erroneous 
conelusion. “There can be no conflict of rights, stricti juris, 
between States in time of peace. No such principle is 
admitted in the code of public international law. It is a 
iInaxim Of that law that every right is followed by corre- 
sponding duties and obligations. It, theretore,one State has 


a right to violate the territory of a neighbor in time of peace, 
for what it sees fit to consider the purposes of scl{(-defense, 


that neighbor is bound to permit its territory to be so vio- 


lated as often as the other party may conceive that the 
neeessity exists. But it is an established principle that 
every sovereign State has aright to protect the inviolability 


ofits territory, and that any invasion of it is an act of hos- 
tuity which may be repelled by force. So, the other party 
may also ent 
territorial trausgression, incident to its paramount right of 
elf-detense! Here, then, we have force repelling force 
in the pacifie exercise of established public international 
rights! This is the legitimate and necessary consequence 
ot Mr. Phillimore’s argument. Uts defects are too mani- 
fest to require any extended discussion. 
and Dip. Papers 2PR a6 —120 
Law, vol. 1, 213, ; Wildinan, Int. Law, vol. 1, ch. 2.) 


But the : wikad aon s not consider us without a 
remedy. He proceeds: 

‘ Butit may be als shall the State, which is suffering 
from the piratical incursions organized in and emanating 
ring State, do nothing in self-defense and 
servation? Must she wait till the invading force 
es her own borders before she can attack or destroy 
it? Notat all. If the neighboring State, from the want 
either ofthe will or of the ability, negleets to prevent such 


Ol ah THEE 
for seli-pre 


excursions, or to suppress such organizations, the threat- 
ened State may @poss the frontier and attack or destroy the 
threatened danger. Butthe act is one of hostility, and she 
performs tt tn the exercise of her belligerent rights, not in 
the exereise of a pacific right of self-defense. It is not 
necessary that such actshould be preceded by a declaration 
of war, nor, indeed, that it should be followed by a public 


and solcomn war in form; nevertheless, itis a belligerent 

't, justifiable, perhaps, by the circumstances of the case 
andthe culpable neglect of the other party, and, as such, 
belongs to that class of hostile operations known in inter- 


national jurisprudence as tinperfect war, and which will be 
more particularly discussed in another chapter. 


Elem. Int. Law, pt. 2, ch. 1,§13; Grotius, de jur. Bel. ac 
Pac., lib. 1, cap. 8,6 13; Burk im aqui, Droit de la Nat., &e. 
tome o, pt. 4, ch. 3; Vattel, Droit des Gens, liv. 2 seh. 6, 
y #2)? 


My object is simply to call attention to the 
words of this learned writer, without myse If ex- 
pre ssing any opinion upon the point in question. 

ae JOHNSON. Mr. President, as [ supposed 

e fact to be, from recollection, no authority is 
cited by Halle ck in support of his criticism on 
Phillimore. And, in truth, it will be seen that he 
differs with Phillimore as to the character of the 
riglhtrather than astothe right itself, as to its proper 
designation rather than itsexistence. Phillimore 
considers it asa peaceful remedy, a peaceful right, 
of which the Government whose territory is in- 
vaded cannot justly complain. General Halleck 
considers it a belligerent right, and if it be a 
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at chat time was in snacibinttiy Ww ith that. opinion, 
He supposes that the surrender was not justified 

that England had no right to demand it, because 
she had been, before our war with her of 1819, j 

the habit of taking from the protection of ourown 
flag those whom she claimed to owe allegiance to 
her. Itistruethatshe made such aclaimand: acted 


| upon it, but we never admitted it; on the contrary, 
| from the first we denied it, ard finally we went to 


olability ; pacific with respect to the |} 
territury is invaded, and belligerent with re- 


ree, with arms, ifneed be, its own right of | 


(Wheaton, | 


belligerent right it cannot be a just subject of | 


compl: int. Whether, therefore, it be called a 


belligerent right or a peaceful right i is perfectly | 


immaterial. All that | maintained, and all that 


General Dix evidently thought when he issued his | 


order, was that there existed a rightin the United 
States to take the course which he directed his 
officers to take. 

A word in relation to what fell from the honor- 
able member from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare. ] 
lt is very desirable, ofcourse, that while we are de- 
termined to exact justice of all nations, we should 
see that we are not doing injustice ourselves in the 

irticularof which we may complain. The honor- 
able member says that our Government was wrong 
in surrendering Slidell and Mason, Perhaps the 
general sentimentof the people of the United States 


war because of it; and although the asserted right 
was not formally’ surrendered by her at the termi- 
nation of that war, yet in point of fact she has never 
since exercised it. Itisindeed as effectually extin- 
guished as if ithad been expressly renounced, and 
1 think the honorable member will find, if he wil] 
read the correspondence that passed between Eng- 
land and the United States in relation to her once 
asserted right, that the fixed opinion of the Amer- 
ican people and Government was that such right 
was entirely without foundation. 

A word more. It has been overand over again 
asserted by the press, and by many of our public 
men, that England did us great wrong in recog- 
nizing the confederate government at all as an 
existing government, and as such entitled to bel- 
ligerent rights; that she did this too speedily, 
Now, we should remember that the doctrine js 
perfe tly well settled with us that in the case of a 
civil revolution, if the revolting people are pre- 
sented before the world as having a government 
in fact, and evincing a determination to maintain 
it ntact, and apparently an ability to maintain it, 


| its existence is to be admitted by all foreign na- 


| in a much more 


tions, and all the consequent belligerent ‘Tights 
recognized. We did it in the case of South Amer- 
ica. We have done it, and are now doing it, as 
the President tells us, if I recollect,in his message, 
recent instance. Maximilian 


| put upon the throne, or attempted to be put upon 


(Webster, OF || 
. 140-222; Phillimore on Int. | 


the throne of Mexico by Napoleon, anda civil war 
waging between him and the former republic, the 
President tells us that he recognizes and observes 
strict neutrality between the two. This is pre- 


cisely what England has done in our civil war, 


and it was done atthe earliest moment, too, by us, 

Now, I submit, under all the circumstances, 
can we justly complain that England acted too 
speedily? Weshould not forget what we have done 
ourselves. But what have we done in our war? 
This insurrection began in April, 1861. In July, 
1861, the Congress of the United States by legis- 
lation recognized the existence of the war, and the 


| Supreme Court in their decision in the prize cases 


at December term, 1862, relied upon that act as 
conclusive that the confederate government was 


a government de facto, and that we had the right 


to proceed against it by embargo, or by blockade, 
or inany other way known to the laws of nations, 
the same that we would have against a foreign 
nation with whom we might at any time be at 
war. And from that day to this, and indeed even 
before the 13th of July, 1861, when your first act 
was passed, we have recognized the confederate 
government as a government de facto, giving us 
tor the time being every belligerent right. We 
have, therefore, been ver y quick i in our own move- 


| ments in following the example of Great Britain 


in the matter; in truth, we anticipated her, and that 
being the case, perhaps it would be as well for us 
not to complain very bitterly of what she has 


done. 


| 358) to establish the 


The motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations was agreed to. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. WILSON gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to increase the num- 


ber of cadets in and raise the standard of admis- 
sion to the Military Academy. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
grade of vice admiral in 


| the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
|| its title,and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. HENDERSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. 
No. 359) to reimburse the State of Missouri for 
moneys expe ded for the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 








- 





ey 


mo 
(S. 
to 

anc 
on. 
wa 


Co 


tail 
No 
to j 
ter! 
rea 
mii 


col 
36: 
sos 
ex) 
Ju 
Ju 
ani 


col 
lut 
cal 
th 
bo 
fei 
th 


tic 
se 


mi 
vic 
an 
pa 


tic 


cat 
on 

col 
Co 
tha 
am 
wh 


th 


ad 
on 


8 


nro 


nr 


a 











> 


2, in 


OWn 
[2 lo 
cted 
ary, 
nt to 
‘ight 
rmi- 
ever 
<tin- 
and 
will 
Eng. 
Once 
iner- 
‘ight 


rain 
ublic 
Cor. 
S an 

bel- 
dily, 
ne 1S 

ofa 

pre- 
nent 
ita 
in It, 
1 ha- 
ghts 
mer- 
it, ag 
sage, 
ilian 
Apon 
l war 
, the 
srves 
pre- 
war, 
y us, 
ee 8, 
tov 
done 
war? 
July, 
egis- 
d the 
cases 
ct as 
was 
right 
cade, 
ions, 
reign 
9e ‘at 
even 
st act 
erate 
1g us 
We 
10 Ve- 
jtain 
| that 
or us 
. has 


hittee 


on to 
aum- 
|mis- 


con- 

No. 
al in 
ce by 
aval 


mous 
1 (S. 
1 for 
vhieh 
Com- 
, and 


ad 


Se 





+ 
re 


1864. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unani- 





T 


| 


mous consent ol tained, leave to introduce a bill i 


(S. No. 360) to enable the people of Colorado | 


to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- | 


tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 85) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 


to issue certain bonds to the Secretary of the In- | 


terior for feeding the refugee Indians; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Indian Affairs. , 
Mr. HENDRICKS asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. | 


362) to amend the third section of an act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1865, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
July 2, 1864; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HENDERSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 86) to provide against periodi- 


cal rebel invasions of Missouri, and to protect | 


the interests of the Government on the western 
border; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

DEPARTMENT OF ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BROWN submitted the rollowing resolu- 
tion, which was considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 


mit to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public ser- | 
vice, the report made by Major General Herron, in compli- || 


ance with orders instructing him to inspect the military de- 
parunent of Arkansas. 


ARRESTS IN KENTUCKY. 
_Mr. POWELL submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and asked for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate all intormation in his possession bearing 
on the arrest and imprisonment of Colonel Richard J. Ja 
cobs, Lieutenant Governor of the State of Kentucky, and 
Colonel Frank Woolford, one of the presidential electors of 
that State; particularly by whose order they were arrested 
and imprisoned, where they are at present contined, and 
What offenses are charged against them. 


Mr. WILSON objected to the consideration of | 


the resolution, and it lies over under the rules. 
ADJOURNMENT FOR THE HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, I move to take up the res- 
olution which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives this morning, proposing an adjourn- 
ment over from Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 


ada s] ‘low reeoliti e > |} ~ 41 ‘ , : 
ceeded to consider the following resolution of the |} ment of the Committee be non-concurred in 


House of Representatives: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when this House 
adjourns on Thursday, the 22d instant, it adjourn to meet 
on Thursday, January 5, 1865. 

Mr. HOWE. If there be no objection, | pre- 
fer to have the resolution so amended that when 
the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday next, 
they adjourn over. [**Oh, no.”’] Very well, I will 
not move the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask 
again reported. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Cannot the resolution be so 
amended as to include both Houses ? 

_ ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly 
it is in the power of the Senate to amend it as 
they may choose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ent sessions to amend it in that way. The House 
of Representatives usually, under the Constitu- 
tion, ask leave of the Senate to adjourn them- 


that the resolution be 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
informed that that bill has not been re ported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which it was referred. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the committee 


be discharged from the further consideration of 


the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is 
now before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. GRIMES. This bill was passed by the 


| House of Representatives, and referred by the 


Senate to our Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia at the last session, according to my recol- 
lection. By that committee it was referred to a 
special sub-committee, consisting of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Morritt] and another mem- 
ber. I think the Senator from Maine prepared 
some amendments to be submitted, which he 


thought were necessary as checks and guards to | 


secure the public interest and to protect the per- 
sons who might be insured. 


Senator from Maine returns. I know that it was 
the sentiment of the committee that the bill as it 
came from the other House was defective. It 


I suggest to my | 
| colleague that he let the bill lie over until the | 


does not correspond with the best regulated char- | 


| ters granted in the States, and it confers some ex- 


traordinary powers on the corporators. 


Mr. HARLAN. 


I will say to my colleague | 
y y gue | 


that I conversed with the Senator from Maine, to | 


whom he refers, at the close of the last session, and 
at that time he was prepared to vote for the bill, 


| and would have reported it from the committee, | 


and asked for its consideration by the Senate, if | 


time had allowed; but lest I may be in error now, 
lest since then he may have discovered something 
that needs amendment, I will conform to the sug- 
gestion of my colleague, and move that the bill 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISQUALIFICATION OF COLOR. 
On motion of Mr. SUMNER, the Senate, as in 


| Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. No. 62) to remove all disquali- 
fication of color in carrying the mails, the pending 
question being on the amendment submitted by 
Mr. Powe vto the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, after 
the words ** United States ’’ to ins@ft the words, 
**in all cases for robbing or violating the mails 
of the United States ;’’ so that the amendment of 
the committee will read: 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That in the courts of 
the United States, in all cases for robbing or violating the 
mails of the United States, 
any Witness on account of color. 

Mr. SUMNER. I propose that the amend- 


,asa 


| bill on that subject has already been passed. 


: | 
It has been usual at differ- | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to suggesttothe 
Senator that a proposition of that sort became a 
law at the last session, I think. 

Mr. SUMNER. j 
Senator perhaps did not hear what I said—that the 
amendment of the committee is now the law of 
the land, and therefore I propose that the Senate 
non-concur in the amendment and pass the bill. 

Theamendmenttotheamendmentwas agreedto. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. POWELL. 
read as it stands. 

‘The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of 
this act no person, by reason of color, shall be disqualified 
from employment in carrying the mails, and all acts and 
parts of acts establishing such disqualification, including 


I should like to have the bill 


|| especially the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1825, 
| are hereby repealed. 


selves, and it is usual for the Senate to amend it | 


so as to include both Houses. 
the resolution so as to make it read: 


That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 
22d instant, they adjourn to meet on Thursday, January 
5, 1865. , 7 


tion, as amended, was concurred in. 


NATIONAL UNION INSURANCE COMPANY. 
Mr. HARLAN. 
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 517) to incorpo- 


rate the National Union Insurance Company, of || 


Washington. 


I move to amend | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


|| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
|| reading, and was read the third time. 


Mr. POWELL. 


l ask for the yeas and nays 


|| on the passage of the bill. 
The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- |) 


I move to take up for con- 


| 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 5; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Conness, Dixon 
Doolittle, Farwell, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, 
Henderson, Howe, Lane of ludiana, Lane of Kansas, Mor 
gan, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Van 
Winkle, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilsou—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Powell, Richardson, Riddie, and 


| 
i} Wright—o. 


there shall be no exelusion of | 


I have already stated—the 
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| they will make a good many hearts glad. 
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ABSENT—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, Col- 
lamer, Cowan, Hale, Harding, Hendricks, Hicks, Howard, 
Johnson, McDougall, Morrill, Nesmith, Saulsbury, Ten 
Eyek, Trumbull, and Wade—18. 


So the bill was nassed, 


a 


Mr. JOHNSON. Perhaps I am too late to vote. 
I came in for the purpose of voting. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result 
had been announced before the Senator addressed 


the Chair. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Lask leave to vote with the 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The Senator from 
Maryland was in the Chamber before the result 
was announced, and | hope he will be permitted 
to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will read the rule. 

Mr. FOSTER, (to Mr. Jounson.) The rule 
is positive. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I waive the motion. 
I understand it is against the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is 
very explicit. ‘The Chair will read it for the in- 
formation of the Senator. 

“17, When the yeas and nays shall be taken upon any 
question, in pursuance of the above rule, no member shall 
be permitted, under any circumstances whatever, to vote 
after the decision is announced from the Chair.’? 

Mr. JOHNSON. In point of fact 1 was mak- 
ing the motion before the result was announced, 
I should have voted ** ay;”’ that is ali. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It might have 
been possible that the Char did not hear the 
Senator. 


The Chair 


MARY SCALES ACCARDI. 
Mr. FOSTER. ‘There are on the Calendar a 
few private bills, mostly House bills, reported 
from the Committee on Pensions. They are not 


| of great public importance, but they are of very 


much importance to the individuals interested, 
and if they can be passed before the holidays, 
j I hope 
the Senate will indulge me in calling them up. I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 394, for the relief of Mary 
Scales Accardi. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill, which directs the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior to place the name of Mary Scales Aceardi, 
the widow of Salvador Accardi, upon the roll of 
widows of invalid pensioners, and that she be 
paid a pension, at the rate of six dollars per 
month, commencing with the date of the decease 


| of her husband. 


The Committee on Pensions reported the bill 
with an amendment to strike out the words ** with 
the date of the decease cf her husband,’’ and to in- 
sert ** July 1 1862.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


IARRIS WELCH. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 542) to granta pension of eight 
dollars per month to Harris Welch. ‘The bill pro- 
vides that Harris Welch, of Charlestown, Mas- 
sachusetts, a sergeant of company B, in a New 
York regiment of volunteers known as the Leslie 
Guards, shall be entitled to a pension of eight dol- 
lars per month, to commence from the Ist day of 
October, 1861, and to be continued and paid to him 
during his life. 

Mr. FOSTER. This bill has been reported ad- 
versely by the Committee on Pensions. I there- 
fore move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EMILY A. LYON. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 390) for the relief of Emily 
A. Lyon, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all of the original bill after the enacting clause, 
in the following words: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Emily A. 
Lyou, widow of Alfred M. Lyon, late a sutler in the twen- 
ty-third fowa regiment of infantry, and whe died in the 
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service of his country the L7th day of May, 1863, upon tle 


pension roll, atthe mite of eight dollars per month. trom 


the } itth day of May, 1863, to continue during her wid 
ow i P ed, J ti ; ntistactory to the Com 
ws P i le of the material facts above 
rei 

And to jasert inl hereof; 

Tha Ir r be. and he fe hereby. 
aire ‘ ia incon t ' i ' the name of Emil 
A. Lyon, ' my ol Alire M. Lyon. a date sutier in the 
awe third regiinentot lowa volu re, but whe volun 
ter ! t private in company A of the said regunent, and 


, 
while serving in that enpacity was mortally wounded atthe 
bante of Black river, Mississippi, on the 17th day of May, 
1ch5, and died on the field; Use said pension to be at the 
rate of eieht dollars per month, commencing on the 17th 
day of May, 1963, and continuing during the widowhood of 
the pensioner, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred tn and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 


time. It was read the third time, and passed, 
CHARLES M. POTT. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate, as in 
Commitiee of the Whole, proceeds d to consider 
the bill (HI. R. No. 478) for the relief of Charles 
M, Pott, which requires the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Charles M. Poit, late 
of company K, one hundred and seventy-ninth 
Pennsylvania militia, on the pension roll, at the 
rate of eieht dollars per month, from the date of 
his discharge, March 7, 1863, for total disability 
sustained by the loss of an arm by accident while 
in the hospital detained for his pay after his dis- 
charge had been ordered. 

The bill was repor without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

REBECCA 8. HARRISON. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the bill (S. No. 
347) for the relief of Rebecea S. Harrison was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. [t directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the naval pe nsion 
roll the name of Rebecea S. Harrison, widow 
of the late Lieutenant Horace N. Flarris myatthe 
rate of twenty-five dollars per month, to com- 
mence from the ket of April, 1564, and to con- 
tinue during her widowhood, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution from 
the [louse were severally read twice by their des, | 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (1. R. No. 597) making appropriations | 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the year ending June 30 
1866—to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (HL. R. No, 598) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1866— 
to the Committee on Finanee. 

A bill (H.R. No. 601) supplementary to an 
act entitled * An act to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to forma constitution and State rovernment, 
and for the admission of such State into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original 
States’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

A bill (HL. R. No. 603) to extend the time al- 
lowed for the withdrawal of certain goods therein 
named from public stores—to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 124) explana- | 
tory of the act entitled ** An act to provide inter- 
nal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved June 30, 1864—to the Commit- | 
tee on Finance. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuersow, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives had | 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint res- | 
olutions; which thereupon received the signa- | 
ture of the President pro tempore of the Senate: | 

A bill (S. No. 329) for the relief of William H. | 
Jameson, a paymaster in the United States Army; | 


ted to the Senate 


| 


A bill (S. No. 350) to authorize the purchase 
or construction of revenue cutters on the lakes; 

A bill (8. No. 352) authorizing the holding of 
a special session of the United States district | 
court for the district of Indiana; 


A joint resolution (S. KR. Neo. 83) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Captain John A. Winslow, 
Unite d States Navy, and to the oficers and men 
under ( rd the United States 
steamer Kearsarge, in the conflict with the pirati- 


his command on bo 


eal craft the Alabama, in compliance with the | 


Pre lent’s recommendation to Congress of the 
December, 1864; and 


A joint resolution (8. R. No. 84) tendering the 


Jlib O; 
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thanks of Congress to Lieutenant William B. | 


Cushing, United States Navy, and to the officers 
and men who assisted himin his gallant and per- 
ilous achievement in destroying the rebel steamer 


Albemarle, in compliance with the President’s | 


recommendation to Congress of the Sth of Decem- 
ber, 1864. 


FREEDOM OF SOLDIERS’ FAMILIES. 
Mr. WILSON. 


ate joint resolution No. 82. 
‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Con 
sider the jointresolution (S. No. 82) to encourage 
enlistments and to promote the efficiency of the 
military forces of the United States. 
purpose of encouraging enlistments and promo- 
ting the efliciency of the military and naval forces 
of the United States, the resoluuon provides that 
the wife and children, if any he have, of any per- 
son that has been, or may be, mustered into the 
military or naval service of the United States, 


shall, from and after its passage, be forever free, | 
any law, usage, or custom whatsoever to the con- | 


trary notwithstanding; and in determining who 
is or was the wife and who are the children of 
an enlisted person, evidence that he and the 
woman claimed to be his wife have cohabited to- 
gether, or associated as husband and wife, and 
so continued to cohabit or associate at the time 
of the enlistment, or evidence that a form or cer- 
emony of marriage (whether such marriage was 
or was notauthorized or recognized by law) has 
been entered into or celebrated by them, and that 
the parties thereto thereafter lived together, or 
associated or cohabited as husband and wife, and 
so continued to live, cohabit, or associate at the 
time of the enlistment, shall be deemed sufficient 
proof of marriage, and the children born during 
the continuance of any such marriage shall be 
deemed and taken to be the children embraced 
within the prgyisions of the act, whether such 
marriage shallor shall not have been dissolved 
at the time of such enlistment. 

Mr. WILSON, 1 desire simply to amend the 
resolution by striking out after the wofd * born,”’ 
in the twenty-second line, the words ‘ during the 
continuance;’’ so that it will read: 

And the children born of any such marriage shall be 


deemed and taken to be the children embraced within the | 


provisions of this act, &c. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did it come 
fros: the Commitice on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. WILSON, 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the ques- 
tion will be on referring it to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Lhope it will not be re- 
ferred. [think this is a measure that ought to 
have been passed three yearsago. I tried one or 
two years ago to have the principles embodied in 
this joint resolution incorporated in a bill which 
was before the Senate at that time in relation to 
enlistments. Ido not want to see any further 
delay inthismatter, [think theresolution ought 
to be passed immediately. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I rise simply 
to express the earnest hope that this joint resolu- 
tion will not be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or any other committee. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have three times re- 
ported the substance of this resolution in other 
bills, It simply provides that the wives and chil- 
dren of the soldiers of the Republic shall be made 
free. The needs of the country, more than justice 
or humanity, have weaponed the hand of the slave. 

| We have enlisted many thousands of them. They 
are to-day in the trenches before Richmond and 
Petersburg, and on the shores of the Carolinas; 
_and they keep watch and ward over the Missis- 
| sippi from Cuiro to the Gulf. 


‘For the’ | 


No, sir; it came from the | 


I now move to take up Sen- | 


tumittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 








| it should go there. 





December 19, 


where doing their duty, and their whole duty 
bravely and well. 3utler and Banks, Meade and 
Burnside, Warren and Hancock, and Lieutenant 
General Grant have all borne testimony to their 
fidelity, their courage, and their services. Off. 
cers who have served with the best regiments of 
the armies of the East and of the West, officers 
who have fought in many battles, say that these 
colored troops, for industry, obedience, courage, 
and conduct, are surpassed by no troops in the 
service of the country. The Government could 
not dispense with their services without periling 
the cause of the country. 

It is estimated that from seventy-five to one 
hundred thousand wives and children of these 
soldiers are now heldin slavery. Itisa burning 
shame to this country; it is an indecency for the 
American people to hold the wives and the chil- 
dren in slavery of men whoare periling their lives 
before the rebel legions. This measure of patriot- 
ism, justice, and humanity ought to have been 
passed many months ago; it surely ought to have 
been passed early in the last session. We have 


| made the slave free when he becomes a soldier, 


Whenever the slave enlists, he is a freeman for- 


/ever more; and thousands of them have enlisted 
/since we passed that beneficent act. 


At least 
twenty thousand slaves have enlisted since that 
act was passed giving personal freedom to the 
slave who enrolls his name on the muster-rolls of 
the country’s defenders, 

The nation now needs defenders. For the pur- 
pose of encouraging enlistments it is proposed 
that the wife and the child of the slave who will 
fight the battles of the country, shall, like him- 
self, be free. Heart, reason, and conscience de- 
mand it. Self-respect and decency require it, 
The right to do it is unquestionable. There is no 
doubt, there can be no doubt, of the right of the 
Government of the country to give freedom to 
the man who will fight its battles, or to give free- 
dom to his wife and child to encourage him to fight. 
There is no doubt, there can be no doubt, that 
the nation has the right to encourage the slave to 


_ enlist, or to inspire him to deeds of heroic daring 


for his country, by making the wife he loves, and 
the children who bear his name and inherit his 
blood, free evermore. That the freedom of wife 
and child will encourage the husband and father 
to enlist none can doubt; that it will inspire the 
soldier to the performance of duty, to Rite of 
heroism, none can question. Wasting diseases, 
weary marches and bloody battles are decimating 
our armies. The country needs soldiers, must 
have soldiers. Let the Senate then act now. Let 
us hasten the enactment of this beneficent meas- 
ure, inspired by patriotism and hallowed by jus- 
tice and humanity, so that ere merry Christmas 
shall come the intelligence shall be flashed over 
the land, to cheer the hearts of the nation’s de- 
fenders, and arouse the manhood of the bondman, 
that on the forehead of the soldier’s wife and the 
soldier’s child no man can write slave 

Mr. HENDRICKS. LI understand the ques- 
tion before the Senate to be upon the motion made 


by the Senator from Kentucky that this joint 


resolution be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
1 do not understand that upon that motion the 
merits of the measure come up, nor am I able to 
see the force of the argumentof the Senator from 


| Massachusetts which he draws from the fact, as 


he alleges it to be, that the negroes have proved 
themselves to be good soldiers in the field; nor do 


| I think the question of humanity toward the fam- 
_ ily arises upon this particular motion. 


The question is, ought this resolution to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary? I think 
Iam not able to see how, 
under the Constitution of the United States, Con- 
gress can free the servant who is held to servitude 
by the laws ofa State. I do not understand that 
Congress has ever done that, and in former days 
it was not claimed by any of the statesmen who 
peculiarly held the confidence of the country. 
This particular question, whether we have the 
constitutional power to pass the resolution ought 
not to be considered by the Military Commitee. 
The Senator says this measure has been consid- 
ered by that committee some three times. That 
committee is not the organ of this body to bring 
before the body information upon a question of 
constitutional power. That information we ex- 
pect to derive through the labors of the Judiciary 


They are every- || Committee. 
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